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To the moſt High and Mighty 
King Charles the II. 


By the Grace of God King of Great Bri- 
tain, France, and Ireland, Defender + 
of the Faith, &c. 


Moſt gracious and dread Sovereign, 


of | Y Hat 7 take the boldneſs humbly to 

preſent this ſhort Diſcourſe to 

Tour Majeſties Sacred Hand and 

piercing Eye; it is upon this one 

and onely account, that how mean ſoever the 

performance be, the undertaking was in 
obedience to the command of a moſt Gracious 
Maſter, 7our Majeſties Royal Father, of 
Bleſſed Memory. The occaſion this: When 
the Army had gotten the King into thetr own 
cuſtody out of the hands of thoſe that had 
long holden him in durance at Holdenby ; 
to put a blind »ponthe Horld, they made a 
thew of much good towards him, which (4s 
ſoon after appeared) they never meant him 
Amoneit other the pompous civilities' 
A 3 where- 
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The Epiltle 


wherewith (the better tocloke their hypocri- 
lie) they entertained him ; it was their plea- 
ſure to vouchſafe him the Attendance of 
ſome of his own Chaplains ; which though 
it could merit little (for ſuch a kindneſs 
could not with Juſtice have beex denied to 
« far meaner perſon) was yet 4 boon his 
former Gaolers thought too big for him. 7n 
that Somer Progreſs (ſuch as it was) four 
of his own naming, with the Clerk of his 
Cloſer, were ſuffered to wait upon him. 
In which time of waiting, (which was in 
Auguſt 1647) His Majeſty being then at 
Hampton Court, oe day called me to him, 
and told me he had alittle work for me to 
do. Some about him, it ſeems, had been 
often diſcourſing with him about EP 
SCOPACYT, asit was claimed and ex- 
erciſed by the Biſhops within this Realm. 
HVhich (whether out of their good will to 
him, or their no good will to the Church, 7 
am not able to ſay) they had endeavoured to 
repreſent unto. him, as not a little derogatory 
tothe REGAL AUTHORITY?) 
as well in the point of Supremacy as of 
Prerogative; 2 the one, by claiming 
the Fun&ion as of Divine Right ; i the 
#her , by exerciſing the Joc in 
thetr 
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their own Names. His Majeſty ſaid fur” 
ther, that he did not believe the Church- 
Government by Biſhops as it was by Law 
eftabliſhed'in this Realm, to be in either of 
the aforeſaid reſpeits, or any other way, pre- 
judicial-to his Crown ; and that he was in 
his own judgment fully ſatisfied concerning 
the ſame ; yet fignified his pleaſure withall, 
that for the ſatisfattion of others 7 ſhould 
take theſe two ObjeQions into conſideration, 
and give him an Anſwer thereuntoin wri- 
ting. In obedience to which His Maje- 
fſties Royal Pleaſure, after my return home, 
1 forthwith (according to my bounden du- 


ty) addreſſed m Jef to thework ; and was 
rawing up an An wer to both the ObjeCti- 
ons, as well as Twas able ; with apurpoſe to 
preſent the ſame (as ſoon as it lrould be fi- 
niſbed) to His Majeſty in writing, upon the 
firſt offered opportunity. But behold, before 
Z could bring the buſineſs ad umbilicum, 
and quite finniſh what was under my hand, the 
Scene of Aﬀairs was ſtrangely changed ; the 
King trepanyd into the Ile of Wight the 
Mack of Hypocriſie by lony w:aring now 
grown ſo thin and uſeleſs, that it was fit for 
nothing but to be thrown by ; no kind of 
Impiety and Villany, but durſt appear 
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bare-fac'd andin the open Sun ; bigh Inſo- 
encies to the contempt of Authority every 
where committ:d; Majeity it ſelf trampled 
upon by the vileſt of the People ; and the 
Hearts of all loyal honeſt men ſadly oppreſſed 
with griefs and fears. Tet had the men who 
ſteered the Publick as they liſted (that they 
might give themſelves the more recreation, 
amuſe the world anew, and grace the black 
Tragedy they were ating with the more va- 
Ticty) 4 mind to play one game more the 
next year, viz.the Treaty at the aforeſaid 
Iſle of Wight. here as ſoon as / under- 
ſtood, that by His Majeities nomination 7 
was to give my attendance, 7 looked out the 
old papers which 7 had laid aſide a good 
while before ,made up what was then left un- 
finiſhed, and took the Copy with me to the 
Ifle z thinking that when the Treaty ſhould 
be ended, ( for whiles it laſted His Majeſty 
was taken up with oth:r thoughts ana de- 
bates of higher concern) 1 might poſſibly 
have th: opportunity to give His Maj:ſty an 
account thereof. Hhat became of that 
Treaty, and what after enſwed, is ſo well 
known to the world, that there is noneed, 
and withall ſo ſad, that it can be no plea- 
ſure to remember. But thenceforward 
were 
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were thoſe Papers laid aſide. once again, and 
deſtined to perpetual ſilence, had not a de- 
bate /ately. ſkarted, concerning one of the 
principal points therein handled, occaſioned 


[ome perſons of eminent place and eſteem in 


the Chuach, (and on? of them conicious to 
the aforeſaid command laid upon me by the 
late King) to deſire 4 fizht of thoſe Papers. 
Which being by their encouragement now 
made publick, (though having lntle other to 
commend them either to the World , but 
truth and plainneſs ; or to Your Maje- 
ity, bat that they had their firſt riſe from his 
Command, whoſe Throne and Vertues 
You inherit ;) 7 humbly beſeech Your Maje- 
ſty graciouſly to accept , togetner with the 
Prayers of 


Your Majeſties molt Loyal Subject, 


and Devoted Servant, 


London, 
Aug.10,1541. 


ROBERZ LINCOLN. 


By the. King. 


A Proclamation, declaring that the Pro- 
ceedings of His Majeſties Ecclefiaſti- 
Courts and Miniſters are according 
to the Laws of the Realm. 


\ \ T Dereas in ſome of the Libel- 
lous Beroks and Pamphlets 
lately publiſhed , the | Reve- 
rend ' Fathers in God the Lozds 
Archbrſhops, and Biſhops of this 
Kealm, are ſaid to have uſurped up- 
- on His Majeſties P2erogative Roy- 
al, and to have p2oceeded in the vigh 
Commiſſion, andother Eccleſiaſtical 
Courts, contrary to the Laws and 
Statutes of this Realm : Jt was 
Oz2dered by Dis MWajefties Yigh 
Court of Star Chamber, the twel 
day of June laſt, that the Opimion of 
the two Lozds Chief Juſtices, the 
Lo2d Chief Baron, and the reft of 
the Judges and Barons, fhould be 
'bad and certified tn thoſe oy” 
V8, 
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lars, viz. Whether P2oceſles map not 
iſſue out ofthe Eccleſiaſtical Courts 
inthe Name of the Biſhops.” Whe- 
ther a Patent under the Gzeat Seal 
be neceſlary foz the keeping of the Ec- 
eleſiaſtical Courts, and enabling Ci- 
tations and Suſpenſions, Ercommu- 
mications, and other Cenſures of the 
Church. And whether Citations 
oucht to be in the Kings Name, and 
under his Deal of Arms ; and the 
like foz Jnftitutions and Jnductions 
to Benefices, and Cozrection of Ec- 
cleſtaſtical Offences, Whether Bt- 
tops, Archbiſhops, Deacons, and 
other Eccleſiaſtical Perſons may 02 
ougyht to keep any UWſitation at any 
time, unleſs they have erpzeſs Com- 
million o2 Patent under the G2eat 
Seal of England to do it, and that as 
Dis Dajeſties Uiſito2s onely, and in 


his Name and Right alone. | 
Whereupon Yis MWajelties ſatd 
Judges having taken the ſame into 
ther ſerious conlideration, did una- 
ntmoully concur and agree in Dpint- 
on, and the firf{ day of July lalt certts 
fied under their Yands as —_—_ - 
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That Ptoceſles may iſlue out of the 


\, Eccleſiaſtical Courts in theName of 


the Biſhops ; aud that a Patent un- 
der the Gzeat Seal 1s not neceſſary 
fo2 the keeping of the ſaid Tccleſiaſtt- 
cal Courts, oz fo: enabling of Citatt- 
ons, Suſpenſions, Excommunicatt- 
ons, and other Cenſures of the 
Church ; and that it is not neceflary 
that >nmmons, Citations, 02 other 
P:oceſies Eccleſiaſtical in the ſaid 
Courts, oz Jnſtitutions o2 Jnductt- 
ons to Benefices, 02 Cozrection of Ec- 
cleſiaftical Offences by Cenſure tn 
tyzoſe Courts, be in the Kings Name 
o2 with the Style of the King, 02 un- 
der the Kings Seal; o2 that their 
Seals of Office have in them the 
Kings Arms: And that the Statute 
of Primo Edvardi ſexti cap. fecundo, 
which enacted the contrary, 1s not 
now in fozce. And that the Biſhops, 
Archdeacons, and other Cccleſtaltical 
Perſons, may keep therr Uiſitations 
as uſually they. have done without 
Commiſſion under the G:zeat Seal of 
England ſo to do, Which Opinions 
amd Keſoluttons being declared = 
er 
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thelder the Yands of all His Wajefties 


ſaid Judges, and ſo certified into his 
Court of Star Chamber, were there 
reco2ded: and 1t was by the Court 
further O2dered the fourth day of the 
ſaid Moneth of July, that. the ſaid 
Certificate ſhould be enrolled in all 
other Yis Pajzefties Courts at Welt- 
minſter, and in the Pigh Commiſion, 
and other Eccleſiaitical Courts, foz 
the ſatisfaction of all men, That the 
P2oceedings in the Yigh Commiſlion 
and other Eccleſiaſtical Courts are 


—_—_— tothe Laws and Statutes 
of the Kealm, 

And Yis Boyal Majeſty hath 
thought fit, with the Advice of his 
Council, that a publick Declaration 
of theſe the Opintons and Keſolutt- 
ons of His Reverend and Learned 
Judges, being agreeable to the Judg- 
ment and utions of kozmer 
times, ſhould be made known to all 
his Subjerts, as well to vindicate 
the Legal P2oceedings of Yis Eccleſt- 
aſtical Courts and Miniſters, from 
the unjuft and ſcandalous Jmputatr- 
on of invading 92 intreuching _ his 
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Royal P2erogative, as to ſettle the 
minds, and ſtop the mouths,of all un- 
quiet Spirits, that foz the future} /T} 
they pteſume not to cenſure his Ec-Þ 
clefiaitical Courts oz Miniſters in 
theſe their juſt and warranted P20- 
cedings. And hereof His Majeſty ad- 
monttheth all his Subjects to take 
warning, as they ſhall anſwer the 
contrary at therr perils. 


ah a 
— 


Given at the Court at Zyzdhur#, the 
18th. day of guſt, in' the 13th. 
year of His Majeltics Reign. 


God ſave the Keng. 


Imprinted at London by Robert Barker, Printer to 
the Kings moſt Excellent Majeſty, and by 
the Aſſigns of Fobn Bill, 1637: 


me 


rhe Primo Fulii, 1637. 

ret The Judges Certificate con- 
© cerning Eccleſiaſtical Ju- 
_ riſdiction. _. 


” May it pleaſe your Lordſhips, .” * 

"A Ceording t9 your Lordfbips Order 
made in Hu Majeities Court of Star 

Chamber the twelfth of May laſt, we have 

taken conſideration of the Particulars where- 

in qur Opinions are required, by the ſaid 

Order, and Te have. all agreed; 


That Proceſſes, may iſſue out of the Fecle- 
ſcaſtical Courts in the name of Biſhops,” and 
nds _ under m—_— Seal is not 

: peceſſary for the keeping of the ſaid Ecele 
Pical eh or For th enabling of na 
Suſpenſions , Zxcommunications, or other 
Cenſures of the Church. Andthat it © not 
neceſſary that Summons, Citations, or other 
Proceſſes Eccleſiaſtical in the ſaid Courts, 
or Inſtitutions, or Induftions to Benefices,ov 
Corretton of Eccleſiaitical Offences by Cen- 
ſure in thoſe Conrts, be in the Kings Name, 
( 
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or with the Style of the King, or under the 
Kings Seal, or that thetr Seals of Office 
have ins them the Kings Arms. And that 
the Statuteof Primo Edvardiſexti cap, 2. 
which enatted the contrary, ts not now in 


force. 


Fe are alſo of Opinion, That the Biſhops, 
Archdeacons, and other Eccleſiaſtical Per- 
ſons, may keep their Viſitations as uſually 
they have done, without Commiſſion under 


the Great Seal of England ſo to do. 


To. Bramſtone George Croke 
Jo.'Finch*- : * ' Tho: Trevor 
Humfrey Davenport "George Vernon 
Will, Jones Ro. Berkle 

Jo. Dinham Fra. Crawley 


Richard Hutton © Ric. Weſton. 


Terolled in the Court of Exchequer, Kings 
Bench, Common Pleas, and regiſtred in 
the Courts of High Commiſſion and Star 


Chamber, 
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SECT. I: 


T he two great Objettions pro- 
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| 4, E that ſhall take the 
= rye ms him- 
elf rightly what 

Power the Kings of 
England, have from 
time to time claimed 
and exerciſed in Ca- 


ſes, and over + Perfin Eccleſiaſtical ; as al- 


{o by whom, how, and how far forth 


their ſaid Power hath been from time to 
B time 
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time either oppoſed, or maintained ; ſhall 
undoubtedly find that no perſons in the 
world have more freely acknowledged, 
and both by their writings and ations 
more zealouſly, judicioutfly,and effeCtu- 
ally aſſerted the Sovereign Eccleſiaſtical 
Power of Kings, than the Proteſtant Bj- 
ſhops and Divines (whom our new Ma- 


—Ters have been pleaſed of late to call 


the Prelatical Party) in the Church of 
England have done. Yet ſo far hath 
Prejudice {or ſomething elſe) prevailed 
with ſome Perſons of Quality 1n theſe 
times of ſo much looſneſs and diſtraQti- 
on ; as to ſuffer themſelves to be led in- 
to a belicf, or at leaſt wiſe tobe willing 
the People ſhould be deceived into the 
belief of theſe two things. Firſt, that 
the Opinion which maintainerh the Z#s 
Divinum of Epiſcopacy is deſtruQive of 
._ the Regal Power. And ſecondly, that Epi- 

ſcopal Furiſdition, as it was excrcifed be- 
fore, and at the beginning of this pre- 
ſent Parliament, was derogatory from 
the Honour of the King, and prejudicial 


to the juſt Rights and Prerogatives of his 
Crown. 


I 1. 
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Truly they that know any thing of 
the Practices and Proceedings of the 4#- 
tiprelatical Party, canriot be ignorant, 
that their aims (theſe or whatioever. 0- 
ther pretenlions notwithſtanding) are 
clearly to enlarge their own power, by 
leſſening the King's, and to raiſe their 
own Eltates upon the ruines of-the Bi- 
ſhops. And therefore  howſveyer the 
aforeſaid pretenſions may ſeem at the 
firſt appearance to proceed from a ſenſe 
of Zojalty, and a tenderneſs of ſuffering 
any thing to be continued in the King- 
dom which might tend to the leaſt dimi- 
nution of His Majeſties .juſt Power and 
Greatneſs. Yet (till their Actions look 
otherwiſe than for ſome time paſt they 
have done) the pretenders mult give us 
leave to think that their meaning there- 
in is rather to do the Biſhops hurt, than 
todo the King ſervice ; and that their 
affections (lo far as by what is viſible we 
are able to judge thereof) are much 
what alike the ſame towards them both. 


But to leave their. Hearts to the judgr 
B 2 ment 
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ment of him to whom they muſt ſtand 
or fall; for the juſt defence of Truth, 
and that (ſo far as we can help it) the 
People be not abufed in this particular 
alfo, as in ſundry others they have been, 
by ſuch Men, as are content to uſe the 
Kings Name when it may helpon their 
own deſigns; I ſhall firſt ſer forth the 
. two main Objettions leverally to the beſt 
advantage of the ObjeCtors,and then en- 
deavour by a clear and fſatisfaftory An- 
fwer to diſcover the weakneſs and vani- 
- tyof them both. 


HI 


- The former Obje#ion, Whereas in the 

Oath of Supremacy the Supreme Power Ec- 
cl:fiaſtical 1s acknowledged to be in the 
King alone ; and by the Statute of x Z1. 
all Juri{ditions and Preeminences Spiri- 
tual and Eccleſiaſtical within the Realm 
of England are reſtored to the Crown, as 
the ancient Rights thereof, and for ever 
united and annexed thereunto, the B:- 
ſhops claiming their Power and Juriſdi- 
Ction to belong unto them as of Divine 
Right, ſeemeth'to be a manifeſt violation 
he wet. of 


— 


_ I 4 


by Law in England, &Cc. 5 


F—_———— 


of the {aid' Oath and Statute, and a real 
diminution of the Regs! Power in and by 
the ſaid Oath and Statute acknowledged 
and confirmed. For whatſoever Power 
is of Divine Right, is immediately deri- 
ved from God, and dependeth not upon 
any earthly King or Potentate whatſo- 
ever as ſuperiour thereunto. Theſe 
two terms, to be from Heaven, and to 
be of Mex, being uſed in the Scriptures 
as terms oppoſite and inconſiſtent, and 
ſuch as cannot be both truly affirmed of 
the ſame thing, 


I'V. 


The later Obje&ton ; Setting aſide the 
Diſpute of F#s Divinum,and whatſoever 
might be ſaid either for or againſt the 
{ame; the very exerciſing of Epiſcopal 
Furiſdiftion 1n ſuch a manner as it was 
with us, the Biſhops ifſuing out their 
Summons, g1ving ET and aftin 
every other thing in the Eccleſiaſtica 
Courts, in their own, and not in the 
Kings Name, ſeemeth to derogate much 
from the Regal Power in the point of Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Sovereignty. For whereas 

B 3 the 
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the Judges in the Xings Bexch, Common 
Pleas, and other Common Law Courts, 
do iſſue out their Writs, and make all 
their Fudoments, Orders, Decrces, Fe. in 
the Kings Name; thereby acknowledg- 
ing both their Power to be depending 
upon, and derived from the Kings Au- 
thority, and themſelves in the exerciſe 
of that Power to be but his Miniſters 
ſent and authorized by ; and ſo give him 
the juſt honour of his Supremacy Tem- 
poral. The Biſhops on the other ſide 
exerciſe a ſþ:ritual power or juriſdiftion in 
their own Names, and as it were by 
their own Authority, . without any the 
leaſt acknowledgment of the efflux or 
emanation of that Power or JuriſdiQi- 
on from the King. Which Cuſtom as 
It had undoubtedly its firit riſe and af- 
ter-growth from the exorbitant Great- 
neſs of the Biſhops of Rome, who have 
uſurped aa unjuſt Authority as well o- 
ver Kings and Princes,' as over their fel- 
low Biſhops, laboured all they could to 
lefſenthe Authority of Kings, eſpecially 
in matters Eccleſaſtical ;' fo is the conti- 
nuance thereof no otherwiſe to be eſtee- 
med than as a rag or relique of that An- 
$3 + + | A. = t1- 
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tichriſtian Tyranny , which was re- 
tained (as ſome other things alſo.of evil 
conlequenc were) in thoſe imperfe& be- 
ginnings of Reformation, when the Popes 
Power was firſt abrogated under King 
Henry the VIII. Burt it was afterwards 
in a more mature and perfect Reforma- 
tion taken into con(ideration in the Reign 
of King Zdward the VI. and remedy pro- 
vided there-againſt P an Act of Parlia- 
ment made in the fir{t year of his Reign; 
wherein it was enatted, 7 hat all Sum- 
mons, Citations, audother Proceſſes Fccleſt- 
aſtical, ſhould be made in the Kings Name, 
and with the Style of the King, as it is in 
Hrits Original and Fudicial at the Common 
Laws. And that the 7eſte thereof onely 
ſhould be in the Name of the Biſhop. 


Yy. 


It is true indeed that this Statute of 
King Edward was within a few years af- 
ter repealed, and ſo the old Uſage and ** 
Form again reſtored primo Marie, and 
hath ever ſince ſo continued during the 
Reigns of the ſaid Queen, of Queen Z#{- 
zabeth, of King Fames, and of His Maje- 

B 4 ſty 


Fe th, 


8 Epiſcopacy 4s eſtabliſhed 


ity that now 15, unrill this preſent Par- 
liament, without any alteration or: in- 
terruption. But the repealing of the 
Statute' of 1 Zaw.VI. and the reception 
of the former Uſage enſuing thereupon, 
ought not to be alleaged by the Biſhops, 
or to {way with any Proteſtant ; in as 
much as that Repeal was made by Queen 
Mary, who was a profeſſed Papiſt, and 
who 'together with that form of pro- 
ceeding in the Eccleſiaſtical Courts, re- 
ſtored-alſo the whole Popiſh Religion, 
whereof that was a branch. Neither 
ought the uninterrupted continuance of 
the {aid Form under Queen Elizabeth, 
and the ſucceeding Kings, (whether it 
happened through inadvertency in the 
State, or through the inceſſant artifices 
and practices of the more ative Bi- 
ſhops, ſome or other whereof had al- 
ways a prevalent power with thoſe Prin- 
ces intheir ſeveral Reigns) to hinder : 
But that as the ſaid manner of proceed- 
* ing was in the faid firſt year of Zdward 
the VI. by the King, and the three- E- 
ſtates in Parliament, adjudged to favour 
the - uſurped Power of the Biſhops of 
Kame, and to trench upon the Kings juf 
| an 
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and acknowledged Authority in mat- 
ters Eccleſiaſtical (as by the Preamble 
in the ſaid At doth ſufficiently appear) 
{0 it oyght to be ſtill no otherwiſe eſtee- 
med than as a branch of the Papal Uſur- 
pation, highly derogatory to the Honor of 
the King, and the Rights of his Crown. 
This 15 (as I conceive) the ſumme of all 
that hath been, and the utmoſt of what 
(I ſuppoſe) can be ſaid in this matter. 
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SECT. IK 
In anſwer to the former Ob- 
jettion. 


I. 


Hereunto I make Anſwer as 

followeth. To the tormer O6- 
jedion I lay firſt,that it is evidently of no 
force at all againlt thoſe Divines, who 
for the maintenance of Zpiſcopacy lay 
their Claim under another Notion, and 
not under that of Zi Divinum. Which 
Expreſſion, for that it is (by rea- 
fon of the ambiguity thereof) ſubjzeRt to 
be miſtaken, and that captious men are ſo 
willing tomiſtake it for their own ad- 
vantage, might peradventure without 
loſs of Truth, or prejudice tothe Cauſe, 
be with as much prudence laid aſide, as 
uſed, as in this, ſo in ſundry other Di- 
Iputes and Controverſies of thelc 
times, 
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If it ſhall be replied, that then belike 
the Proftors of Epiſcopacy are not yet 
well agreed among themſelves by what 
Title they hold ; and that it is a ſhrewd 
prejudice againſt them, that they have 
n3 good Title ; For it is ever ſuppoſed, 
he that hath a good Title knoweth what 
itis; and we areto preſume the Power 
to be uſurped, when he that uſeth it 
cannot tell how- he came by it. I ſay 
therefore ſecondly, that the differexce be- 
tween the Advocates for Zpiſcopacy 15 ra- 
ther in the different manner of expreſ. 
ling the ſame thing, than in their differ- 
ent Judgment upon the ſubſtance of the 
matter. The one ſort making choice of 
an expreſſion which he knoweth he 1s 
able to make good againſt all Gainſayers, 
if they will but underſtand him aright:; 
the other out of warineſs or condeſcen- 
ſion forbearing an' Expreſſion, (no ne- 
cefſity requiring the ule of it) which he 
ſeeth to have been ſubje& to ſo much 
miſconſtruCtion. 
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III. 


For the truth is, all this adoe about 
Fus Divinum 1s in the laſt reſult nomore 
than a meer verbal nicety ; that Term 
being not always taken in one and the 
lame latitude of Signification. Some- 
times it importeth a divize precept(which 
15 indeed the primary and molt proper 
fignification ;) when it appeareth by 
lome clear expreſs and peremptory 
Command of God in his Word, to be 
the Will of God, that the thing ſo com- 
manded ſhould be perpetually and uni- 
verſally obſerved. 'Of which ſort, ſet- 
ting afide the Articles of the Creed, and 
the Moral Duties of the Law (which are 
not much pertinent to the preſent In- 
quiry) there are, as I take it, very few 
things that can be ſaid to be of divine po- 
fitive right ' under the New Teſtament. 
The Preaching of the Goſpel, and Ad- 
miniſtration ot the Sacraments, are two ; 
which when I have named,I think I have 
named all, SEL 


IV. 
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I'V. 


But there is a ſecondary and more ex- 
tended (ignitication of that Term, which 


is alſo of frequent uſe among Divines. 
In which ſenſe ſuch things, as having no 
expreſs Command in the Word, yetare 
found to have Authority and Warrant 
from the Inſtitution, Example, and Ap- 
probation either of Chriſt himſelf, or his 
Apoſtles; and have (in regard of the 
importance and uſefulneſs of the things 
themſelves) been held - by the coxſentient 
judgment of all the Churches of Chriſt 
in the primitive and ſucceeding Ages, 
needful to. be continued. -Such'things I 
ſay are (though not fo properly as the 
former, yet) uſually and interpretative 
{aid to be of divine right. Of which fort 
Itake the Obſervation of the Lords Day, 
the ordering the &eys, the diſtinCtion of 
Presbyters and Deacons, and ſome other 
things (not all perhaps of equal conſe- 
"wy to be. Unto ZF#s Divinum 10 
at former acception is required a Di- 
vine Precept ; in this later it ſufficeth 
thereunto that a thing be of Apoſtolical 
In- 
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Inſtitution or Praftice. Which Ambi- 
guity1s the moreto be heeded, for that 
the Obſeryation thereof is of great uſc 
tor the avoiding of ſundry miſtakes,that 
through the ignorance or negleCt thereof 
daily happen to the engaging of men in 
endleſs Diſputes, and entangling their 
Conſciences inunneceſſary Scruples. 


V. 


Now, that the Governmerit of the þ:. : 


Churches of Chriſt by Biſhops, is of 
Divine Right in that firſt and ſtricter 
ſenſe, is an Opinion at leaſt of great Pro- 
bability, and ſuch as may more eaſily, 
and upon better grounds be defended 
than confuted : eſpecially if in ex- 
p—_—_ thoſe Texts that arealledged 
orit, we give ſuch deference to the 
Authority of the Ancient Fathers, and 
their Expoſitions thereof, as wiſe and 
ſober men have always thought it fit we 
ſhould do. - Yet becauſe it is both 
inexpedient to maintaia a Dilpute 
where it needs not, and needleſs to con- 
tend for more, where leſs will ſerve the 
turn : I find that our Divines that have 
TIT. 


unro 
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ravailed moſt in this Argument, where 
hey- - purpoſely- treat of it, do rather 


' Ehooſe to ſtand to the Tenure of Epiſco- 


acy ex Apoſtolic deſignatione, than to /' 
old a conteſt upon the Title of Fas Dz- 
inum, no neceſſity requiring the ſame 
o be done. They therefore that ſo ſpeak 
f this Government as eſtabliſhed by Di- 
ine Right, are not all of them neceſſa- 
rily ſo to be underſtood,as if they meant 
it in that firſt & ſtrifter ſenſe. Sufficieat 
itis for the Juſtification of the Church 
of England in the Conſtitution and Go- 
vernment thereof, that it is (as cer- 


tainly it is) of Divine Right in the lat- 
ter and larger fignification : that 1s to 
ſay, of Apoſtolical Inſtitution and Ap; 
probation ; exerciſed by the Apoltles 
themſelves , and by other Perſons 1a 
their times,appointed and enabled there- 
unto by them, accordipg to the Will of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and by virtue of 
the Commiſſion they had received from 
him. 
VI. 


Which beſides that, it is clear from 
evident Texts of Scripture, and from 


the Teſtimony of as Ancicat and Au- 
thentick 
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thentick Records as the world hath any 
to ſhew for the atteſting of any other 
part of Eccleſiaſtical Story ; it is alſo in 
truth a part of the eſtabliſhed DoQrine of 
the Church of Zxgland: evidently dedu- 
ced out cf ſundry paſſages in the Book 
of Conſecration, (which Book is approved 
in the Articles of Religion Art. 36. con- 
firmed by Att of "Sn and ſub. 
{cribed unto by all perſons that have 
heretofore taken Orders in the Church, 
or Degrees in the Univerſity ; ) and hath 
been conſtantly & uniformly maintained 
by our beſt Writers, and by all the ſo- 
ber, orderly and Orthodox Sons of this 
Church. The Point hath been ſoabun- 
dantly proved by ſundry Learned Men, 
and cleared from the exceptions of Nove- 
liſts ; that more need not be ſaid for the 
fatisfaQtion of any Intelligent Man, that 
will but firſt take the pains to read the 
Books, and then ſuffer himſelf to be 
Maſter of his own Reaſon. 


VI. 


Only Icould wiſh, that they who 
plead {o cagerly for the Fus Divinum of 
the 


Ss 
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the Lords Day, and yet reje& (not 
without ſome ” (ir the Fus Divinum of 
Epiſcopacy, would ask their own hearts 
(dealing impartially therein)whether it 
be any apparent Difference in the Na- 
ture of the Things themſelves, or in the 
ſtrength of thoſe Reaſons that have been 
brought for either, that leadeth them 
to. have ſuch Different Judgements 
thereof z or rather ſome Prejudicate 
Conceit of their own ; which having 
formerly fancyed to themlelves evenas 
they ſtood affeted to parties, the ſame 
affeAions {till abiding, oy cannot 
ealily lay aſide. Which partiality ( for I 
am loath to call it preverſnels ) of ſpirit, 
is by ſomuch the more inexcuſable in 
this particular ; by how much Epiſco- 
pal government {eemeth to be grounded 
upon Sc _ Texts of greater preg- 
nancy and clearneſs, and atteſted by a 


fuller conſent of Antiquity to have been 
Lniformly and Univerſally obſerved 
throughout the whole Chriſtian World, 
than the Lords Day hath hitherto been 
ſhewa to be. 
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But ſhould it be granted,-that all the 
Defenders of Epiſcopacy did mdeed hotd 
it to be Fure Divino inthe ſtricteſt and 
molt proper ſenſe ; Yet could. not the 
ObjeCtors thence reaſonably conclude, 
that it ſhould be #o Nomine inconſiſtent 
with the Regal power, or 10 much as 
derogatory in the leaſt degree to that. 
Supream Power Eccleſiaſtical, which by 
the Laws of our Land is eſtabliſhed, and 
by the DoQrine of our Chureh ac- 
knowledged to be Inherent in the 
Church. As themfelves may ecafily ſees 
if they will but conſider; 


I X, 


Firi#, That Regal and Epifcopal Pows 
tr, are two Powers of ries different 
kinds : and ſuch as conſidered pe by 
thoſe things that are proper and 'eſlen« 
tial to either, have no mutual Relation 
unto, or Dependence uponeach other z 
neither hath either of them any thing t6 
do with the other, one of them being, 
purely Spiritual ahd Internal, the other 
external 
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external & temporal : 4lbeit in regard of 
the Perſons that are to exerciſe them, 
or ſome accidental Circumſtances ap- 
pertaning to the Exerciſe thereof, it 
_ happen the one to be ſomeways 
Helpful or Prejudicial to the other ; yer 
15 there i10 neceffity at all that the yery 
Powers themflves in reſpe& that their 
own Natures ſhould be (at a diſtance 
either of them ſo DeſtruQive to ther; 
but that they might conſiſt well enough 
together. .Yea, although either of then; 
or both ſhould claim ( as indeed they 
both may do) to be of divine rightin- 


dependently upon the other. Let any 


man come up to the poiat, and ſhew 
if hecan, As wherein the Epilco- 
pal power is ay atall diminiſh- 
edby affirming the Regal to be of divine 
right ? or how and wherein the Regal 
power is atall prejudiced, by affirming 
the Epiſcopal to be of divine right ? The 
popoſtion between thoſe. two Terms, 
To be from Heaven, and To be of Men, 
which was objected, cometh not home 
enough ; unleſs we ſhould affirm them 
both of one and the ſame power in the 
lame reſpeR:; Which ſince we do not 5 

2 enar 
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that oppoſition hindreth not, but that 
the ſame power may be {aid tobe of both 
Ta divers rcſpefts, viz. to be from Hea. 
ven,or of God,in reſpeQ of the ſubſtance 
of the thing 19 the general; and yet to 
be. of Men '1n reſpeCt of the determinari- 
on of ſundry particularities requiſite un- 
to” 'the lawful 'and laudable exerciſe 
thereof. _ | 


77 


Secondly, "that - the derivation of any 
power from God © doth not neceſfarily 
1nfer the non-ſ\ubjeQtion of the perſons 
in whom that power reſideth toall other 
men. For doubtleſs the power that Fa: 
thers have over theirChildren,Husbands 
over their Wives,' Maſters over their Ser: 
vants, is from'Heayen, of God and not 
-of Men. Yet are Parents, Husbands, Ma- 
ſters, in the Exerciſe of their ſeveral re 
Tſpetive Powers ſubjeQ to thePower, Ju+ 
Ti{dition and Laws of their lawful Sove- 
Taigns. And'T-\uppote it would bea very 
hard matter for any Man to find out a 
clearand fatisfaQtory ” reaſon of diff 
rence between 'the Ecclefiaſtical Power, 
and the Occotiomical.;7 Why the one; 

=>, be- 
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becauſe it claimeth to be of Divine Right 
ſhould be therefore thought to be Inju- 
TIous to Regal Power, and the other 
(though claiming in the ſame manner) 
not to be Injurious, 


X 1. 


Thirdly, The Miniſterial Power in that 
which is common to Biſhops with their 
Fellow-Presbyters, viz. the Preaching 


the Word, and the Adminiſtration of the 


Sacraments, &c. 1s confeſſed to be from 
Heaven, and of God ; and yet no Preju- 
dice at all conceived to be done thereby 
to the Regal Power : becauſe the Mt- 
nifters who exerciſe that Power, are the 
Kings SubjeQs, and are alſoin the exe- 
cuting of thoſe very AQts that are pro- 
por to their Miniſterial FunQtions to be 
imited and ordered by the Eccleſiaſtical 
Laws. A Man might therefore juſtly 
wonder, (but that itis no new thing to 
find in the bag of ſuch Merchants, as we 
have now to deal with, pondus & ponds) 
how it ſhould come to paſs that the E- 
iſcopal Power, in that which is pecu- 
liar to Biſhops above other their Bre- 
4 threg 
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{ threnintheMiniſtry, viz. The Ordaining 
of Prieſts and Deacons, and managing of 
the Keys, cannot be ſaid to be of God, but 
emule be forthwith ,.condemned to be 
highly derogatory to the Regal Power # 
notwithſtanding the Biſhops acknow- 
ledge themſelves as freely as any others 
wholoever, to be the Kings SubjeQts, and 
ſubmit themſelves, with as much will- 
ingneſs (I dare ſay, and ſome Presby- 
terians know I ſpeak but the truth) as 
the meaneſt of their fellow Miniſters do, 
to be limited in exerciſing the proper 

-. AQts of their Epiſcopal FunCtions by 
fuch Laws as have been by Regal Power 
eſtabliſhed in this Realm. The King 
doth no more challenge to himſelf as 
belonging to him by virtue of his Supre- 
macy ' Eccleſiaſtical, the power of ordai« 
ning Miniſters, Excommunicating ſcan- 
dalous offenders, or doing any other a& 
of Epiſcopal Office in hits own perſon, 
than he doth the power of Preaching, 
adminiſtring the Sacraments, or doing 
any other a} of Miniſterial Office in his 
own perſon : but leaveth the perfor- 
mance of all ſuch AQts of either ſort 
unto ſuch perſons, as the faid —_ 

ra 
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ral reſpe&tive powers do of Divine 
right belong unto, viz, of the one fort 
to the Biſhop, and of the other to all 
Preifts. Yet doth the King by virtue of 
that Suptemacy, challenge a power as 
belonging unto him 1n the right of his 
Crownzto make Laws as well concerning 
Preaching, adminiſtring the Sacraments, 
and other as belonging to the funQion 
of a Preiſt, as concerning Ordination of 
Miniſters, proceedings in matters of 
Eccleſiaſtical cogniſance in the Spiritual 
Courts, and other As belonging to 
the FunQtion of a Biſhop. To which 
Laws, as well the Preiſts as the Biſhops, 


are ſubje&, and ought to ſubmit to 


Limited and Regulated thereby in the 
Exerciſe of thoſe their ſeveral reſpeQive 
Powers; their claim to a Fus Divinum, 
and that their ſaid ſeveral Powers are 
of God, aotwithſtanding. I demand 
then ; As to the Regal Power, is not the 
caſe of the Biſhops and of the Miniſters 
every way alike? Do they not both 
pretendtheir Powers to be of God? And 
arethey not yet forall that both bound 
in the Exerciſe of both thoſe Powers to 
obey the King and his Laws? Is there nor 

C4 cleerly 
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clearly the ſame reaſon of both £ How 
then cometh it to paſs, that theſe are 
pronounced innocent, and thoſe guilty® 
Can any think God will wink at ſuch 
foul Partiality £ or account them pure 
with the Bag of Deceitful Weights. 


XII. 


Fourthly, That there can be no fear of 
any Danger to ariſe to the prejudice of 
the Regal power, from the Opinion that 
Biſhups are ZFure Diviro, unleſs that 
Opinion ſhould be ſtretched to one of 
theſe two Conſtructions, viz. as if it 
were intended either x. That all the Po- 
wer whichBiſhops have legally exerciſed 
in Chriſtian Kingdoms Td belong to 
them as of Divine Right ; Or 2. That 
Biſhops living under Chriſtian Kings, 
might at leaſt exerciſe ſo much of their 
power as 1s of Divine Right after their 
own pleaſure, without, or even againſt 
the Kings leave, or without reſpeCt to 
the Laws and Cuſtoms of the Realm. 
Neither of which is any part of our 
meaning. All power, to the exerciſe 
whereot our Biſhops have pretended , 
CO- 
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cometh under one of the two heads, otOr- 
are | deror of Juriſdition. The power ofOrder 
ty* | conſiſteth partly in Preaching the Word, 
ich. | & other Offices of publick Worſhip com- 
Ire | mon to them with their fellow-miniſters; 

partly in Ordaning Preiſts and Deacons, 

admitting them totheir particular Cures 

and other things of like nature z  pecu- 

liar to them alone. The power of Ju- 
of | riſdiftion iseither Internal in retaining 
of | andremitting ſins iz foro conſcientie,com- 
at | mon to them alſo(for the ſubſtance of 
at | the authority, though with ſomediffe- _ 
of | rence of degree ) with other Miniſters: 
1t | or External for the outward govern- 
o- | mentofthe Church in ſome parts there- 
2d | of peculiar to them alone, For that 
to | external power 15 either direfive in pre- 
at | ſcribing Rules and Orders to thoſe un- 
S, | der their Juriſdictions, and making Ca- 


Ir nons and Conſtitutions to be obſerved 
Ir by the Church , wherein the inferiour 
it | Clergy by their Repreſentatives in Con- 
'0 vocation have their Votes as well as the 


N Biſhops, and both dependently upon the 
r  King,(for they cannot either meet with- 
ec out his Writ, or treat without his Come 
» 


miſſion, or eſtabliſh without his Root - 
”: Al- 
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Aſeat :) or Judiciary and Coercive, in 
giving ſeatenoe in fora exterior, in mat- 
ters of Eccleſiaſtical Cognizance , Ex- 
communicating, Fining, Impriſoning 
Offenders, and thelike. Of theſe Pow- 
ers ſome branches, not onely in the ex» 
erciſe thereof, but even in the very ſub- 
ſtance of the Power it {elf, (as namely 
that of external Juriſdiction coercive) 
are by the Laws declared, and by. the 
Clergy acknowledged, to be wholly and 
entirely derived from the King, as the 
ſole Fountain of all Authority of exter- 
nal Juriſdiction whether Spiritual or 
Temporal within the Realm; and cons 
ſequently not of Divine Right. Other. 
ſome, although the ſubſtance of the 
Power it ielf be immediately from God, 
and not from the King, as thoſe of Prea- 
ching, Ordaining, Abſolving, &c. Yer 
are they ſo ſubject to be inhibited, li- 
mited, or otherwiſe regulated in the 
outward exerciſe of that Power by the 
Laws and Cuſtoms of the Land, as that 
the whole Execution thereof ſtill de- 
pendeth upon the Regal Authority. 
And how can the groſs of that Power be 
prejudicial to the King or his Suprema- 
CY» 
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cy, whereof all the parts are confeſſed 


either to be derived trom him,or not to 
be executed without him 2 | 
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Fifthly, That if Epiſcopacy muſt be 
therefore concluded to be repugnant to 
Monarchy, becauſe it claimeth to be of 
Divine Right ; then muſt Monarchs ei- 
ther ſuffer within their Dominions 
no Form of Church-Governmeat at all, 
(and then will Church, and with it Re- 
ligion, ſoon fall to the ground ;) or elſe 
they muſt deviſe ſome new Model of 
Government, ſuch as never was yet ufed 
or challenged in any part of the Chriſti- 
an World , fince no Form of Govern- 


ment ever” yet uſed or challenged, but. 


hath claimed toa Fs Divinumas well as 


Epiſcopacy. Yea I may ſay truly, eve- 


Ty one of them with far more noiſe, 
chough with far leſs reaſon than Epi- 
ſcopacy hath done. And therefore of 


what Party ſoever the QbjeQors are, | 


fPapiſts, Presbyterians, or Independents) 
they ſhew themſelves _— partial 
againſt the honeſt regular Proteſtant, in 

123264 ana COR: 
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condemning him as an Enemy to Regal 
Power for holding that in his way, 
which (if it be juitly chargeable with 
ſuch a Crime) themſelves holding the 
very lame in their ſeveral ways,are eve- 
Ty whit as deeply guilty of as he, 


XIV. 


Zaſily, That this their Partiality is by 
ſo much the more inexcuſable, by haw 
much the true Zng/iſh Proteſtant for his 
Government not onely hath a better ti- 
tle to a Fs Divinum, than any of the 
other three have for theirs ; but alſo 
pleadeth the ſame with more caution 
and modeſty, than any of them do, 
Which of the four Pretenders hath the 
beſt title, - is no part of the buſineſs we 
are now about. The tryal of that will 
reſt upon the ſtrength of the Arguments 
that are brought to maintain it ; where- 
in the Presbyterians perhaps will not 
find any very great advantage beyond 
the reſt of thoſe that conteſt for it. But 
let the right be where it will be, we 
will for the preſent ſuppoſe them all to 
bave equal title, {and thus far indeed 

they 
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they are equal, that every one taketh his 
own to be beſt :) and it ſhall ſuffice to 
ſhew, that the'Zws Divinum is pleaded 
by the Epiſcopal Party with more calm- 
neſs' and moderation, and with leſs de- 
rogation from Regal Dignity, than by 
any other of the three. 


X V. 


For Firſt, The reft when they ſpake 
of F#us Divinum in reference to their ſe- 
veral ways of Church-Government, 
take it in the higheſt elevation, 1n the | 
firſt and ſtricteſt ſenfe. The Papilt 
rroundeth the Popes' Oecumenical Su- 
premacy upon Chiiſts Command to Pe- 
zer to execute it, and toall the Flock of 
Chriſt,/Princes alſo as well as others) to 
ſubmit to him as their Univerſal Paſtor, 
The Presbyterian crieth up his Model of 
Government and Diſcipline, (though 
minted in the laſt by-gon Century) as 
the very Sceptre of Ghrifts Kingdom), 
whereuntoall Kings are bound to ſubmit 
theirs ; making it as unalterable and 
Inevitably neceſſary ro the being of a 
Church, as the Word and Sacraments 

are. 
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are. The Independent ive of alſo, tru£ 


upon that grand prineiple of Purita-f mter 
niſm common to him with the Presby- 
terian, (the very root of almoſt all the 
Sefts in the World) vis. That nothing 
is to be ordered in Church-matters, 
other or otherwiſe than Chriſt hath 
pointed in his Word ; holdeth that any 
Company of People gathered together 
by mutual conſent in a Chureh-way; 1 
Fire Divino free and abſolute within: it 
ſelf, togovern it {elf by ſuch Rules as 
it ſhall judge agrecable to Gods Word, 
without Dependence upon any but 
Chriſt Jefus alone,or SubjeQtion to any 
Prince, Prelate, or other humane perſon 
or Conliftory whatſoever. All theſe 
you {ce donotonely claim toa Fs Divi- 
nu», and that of a very high nature 
but in ſetting down their Opinions 
weave it ſotne Expreſles tending to the 
diminution -of the Eccleſiaſtical Supre- 
macy of Princes. Whereas the Epiſco- 
pal Party neither meddle with the 
Power of Princes, nor are ordinarily 
very forward to preſs the ZFus Divinum, 
bur rather purpotely decline the menti- 
oning of it, as & term {ſubject to miſcon- 
fttrucion; 
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RruQion, (as hath been ſaid;) orelſe ſo 


mterpret it, as not of neceffity to import | 
any more than an Apoſtolical Inftituti- *; 


the 
—— 


| en. Yetthe Apoſtles Authority in thac 


Inſtitution being warranted by the ex- 
_—_ and (as p_ not) the di- 

10n of their Maſter jos Chri#t, they 
worthily efteem to be fo reverend and 
obligatory, as that they would not for a 


wortd have any hand in, or willingly and ' 


deliberately contribute the 1 aſſiſt. 
ance towards (much leſs bind themſelves 
by Solemn League and Covenant to en- 
deavour) the Extirpation of that Go- 
vernment ; but rather on the contrary 
hold themſelves in their Conſciences 
obliged, to the uttermoſt of their powers 
£0 endeayour, the preſervation and con- 
rinuance thereof in theſe Churches,and 
do heartily wiſh the reſtitution and eſta- 
bliſhment of the ſame, whereloever it is 
aot, or whereſoever it hath been hereto- 
fore (under any whatſoever pretence) 
unhappily laid aſide or aboliſhed, 
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| XVI. 
Secondly, The reit ( not by remote 
inferences”, - but)” by ' immediate and 
natural deduction out of their own ac- 
knowledged - Principles, - do ſome way 
or other deny the K IN G's Supremacy 
in matters Eccleſiaſtical : Either clat- 
ming a _m of Juriſdiction. over him, 
or pleading a-privilege: of Exemption 
from under him. The Papiſts do it 
both wayes z in their ſeveral Doftrines 
of the Popes Supremacy, and of the Ex- 
emption of the Clergy. The Puritans of 
both ſorts, who think they have ſufti- 
ciently confuted every thing they have 
a mind to miſlike, if they have once pro- 
nounced it Popiſh and Antichriſtian, do 
yet hereinſ(as invery many other things, 
and ſome of them of the moſt dange- 
rous conſequence) ſymbolize with the 
Papiſts, and after a fort divide that 
branch of 'Antichriſtianiſm whollytbe- 
tween them: The Presbyterians clai- 
ming to- their Conliſtories as full and 
-abſolute Spiritual Turiſdiftion over 
Princes, (with power- even to excom- 
municate them, if they ſhall ſee cauſe 
for. it, ) as the Papiſts challenge 
£0 
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to belong to the Pope : And the Inde- 
pendents exempting their Congregati> 
ons from all ſpiritual lubjeQion to them, 
in as ample manner, as the Pap:/ts do 
their Clergy. Whereas the Ergliſb Pro- 
teſtant Biſhops and Regular Clergy, as 
becometh good Cliriſtians and good 
Subjeas, Þ neither pretend to any Ju- 
riſdiction over the Kings of Znzland, nor 
with-draw their {ubj eSion from them * 
but acknowledge them to have Soverain 
Power over them, as well as over their 
other SubjeQs ; and that in all matters 
Ecdeſiaſtical as well as Temporal. By 
all which it is clear, that the Zus Divz- 
zum of Epilcopacy, as it 15 maintained 
by thofe they call ( #plo #cv0) the Prela- 
tical party in Fnglana, 15 not an Opinion 
of ſo dangerous a nature, nor ſo deroga- 
tory to the Regal Powers, as the Ad- 
verſaries thereof would make the world 


believe it is : but that rather, of all th® 


forms of Church- Government that ever 
yet were endeavoured - to be brought 
into the Churches of Chriſt, it 1s the 
moſt innocent in rhat behalf. 
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SECT.. IIL 
In Anſwer to the latter Obje- 


on, 


I. 


Aving thus cleared the Opinion 

held concerning Epiſcopacy in 
the Church of Zxelana, from the Crime 
unjuſtly charged upon it by the Adver- 
{aries, (but whereof in truth themſelves 
are deeply guilty) in their former Obje- 
ction: Our next buſineſs will be the ea- 
ſier, to juſtifie it in the Practice alſo 
trom the like Charge laid againſt it in 
the latter ObjeQion, by ſhewing, That 
the. Juriſdiction exerciſed by the Bi- 
ſhops within this Realm, (and namely 
in that particular which the ObjeCtors 
yrge with moſt yehemency, of acting ſo 
many things in their own Names) 1s 
no way derogatory to the Kings Maje- 
ſties Power or Honour. Wherein it 
were enough for the ſatisfaQtion of eve- 
ry underſtanding man, without deſcend- 


ing 


e- 


— 
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F 


ing to any further particularities , to 
ſhew the impertinency of the ObjeQors 
from theſe two general Conſiderations. 


Il. 


Firſt, That the Biſhops have exerciſed 
no Juriſdiction 2 foro exterj#o within 
this Realm, but ſuch as hath been grant- 
ed unto them by the ſucceſſive Kings of 
England ; neither have challenged any 
{ſuch Juriſdiction to belong unto them by 
any inherent right or title in their Per- 
lons or Callings, but onely by emanati- 
onand derivation from the Royal Au- 
thority. The very words of the Sta- 
tute x #aw.6. in the Objection mentis 
oned run thus z Seeing that all Authority 
of Furiſdittion Spiritual and Temporal ts 
derived and deducted from the Kings Ma- 
Jeſty as Supreme Head—— and [o juſtly 
acknowledged by the Clergie of the ſaid 
Realms ; and that all Courts Fecleſraitical be 
kept by no other Power or Authority eith:x 
forein or within the Realms, but by the Au- 
thority of His Moſt Excellent Majeſty, &c. 
Now the regular exerciſe of a derived 
Power is ſo far from deſtroying, or any 
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way diminiſhing that Original Power 
from whence it 1s derived, as that it ra- 
ther confirmeth and eſtabliiheth the 
ſame. Yea, the further ſuch derived 
Power is extended and enlarged in the 
excrciſe thereof, foas it be regular,(that 
1s, ſo long as it containeth it ſelf within 
the bounds of its Grant, and exceedeth 
not the limits prefixed thereunto by that 
Original Power that granted it) the more 
it ſerveth to ſet forth the honour and 
greatnefs of that Original Power ; ſince 
the Virtue of the Efhicient Caule is beſt 
known by the greatneſs of the Effe& : 
for Propter quod unumquodgque eſt tale, illud 
ipſum eft magis tale. As the warmth of 
the room doth not leſſen the heat of the 
Fire upon the Hearth but is rather a ſign 
of the greatneſs of that Heat. Nor doth 
the abundance of Sap in the Branches 
cauſe any abatement in the Root, but is 
rather an evident demonſtration of the 
greater plenty there. 


—— 


ITL 


Secondly, That 1t is one of the great- 
elt tollies in the World, to endeavour in 


good 


*1n 
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good earneſt to maintain any thing by 

Argument, when we have the evidence |, 
of Senſe or Experience to the contrary. 
For what is it cum ratione inſanire, it this 
be not 2 To deny Fire to be hot, or 
Water to be moiſt, or Snow to be white 
when our Senſes inform us they are 
ſuch 2 Or to prove by Argument that 
Life may be perpetuated by the help of 
Art and good Diet, or thar Infants are 
capable of Faith or In{truction by ordi- 
nary means ; when Experience ſheweth 
the contrary « Now the Experience of 
above fourſcore years, ever fince the be- 
ginning of Queen Elizabeths Reign, doth 
make it molt evident, that the exercile 
of Epiſcopal Juriſdiftion by the Prote- 
ſtant Biſhops here, was ſo far from di- 
miniſhing the Power, or eclipling the 
Glory of the Crown, that the Kings and 
Queens of Z#xgland never enjoyed their 
Royal Power in a- fuller meaſure, or 
flouriſhed with greater Luſtre, Honour, 
and Proſperity, than when the Biſhops 
(by their favour) enjoyed the full liber- 
ty of their Courts, Juriſdictions, Ho- 
nours, and Privileges, according to an- 


cient Grants of former Kings, and the 
D 3 Lawy 
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Laws and Cuſtoms of Zxgland. On theffi <nd 
other ſide, in what condition of Power Goc 
and Honour (otherwiſe than in they £107 
hearts of his oppreſſed SubjeQs) ourſſſ Bill 
moſt pious and gracious Sovereign, that} ful 
now 1s, hath ſtood, and at this preſent cio 
ſtandeth, through the prevalency of the] im: 


Smettymnnan Faction, ever ſince they loy 
had the opportunity and forchead from i £4 
lopping off (as was at firft pretended) TC 
ome luxuriant Superfiuities (as they at} uh: 
teaſt imagined them to be) in the bran-} TE! 
ches of Epiſcopal Juriſdiction as High} Wu 
Commiſhon Oath, Ex officio, &c.) to preiſW .W 
ceed to take away Epiſcopacy it ſelf rootfh D 
and branch. It were a happy thing for ſh th 
us, if the lamentable Experience of theſe 
fate times would ſufter us to be igno- 
Tant, So as we now look upon that 
ſhort Aphoriſm ſo uſual with His Ma- 
jeſties Royal Father, [NO BISHOP e] 
NO KING] not as a ſentence onely c 


in the Church and Commonwealth we 
cannot with any reaſon hope to fee an 
| end 


full of preſent truth when it was utter- V 
ed ; but rather as aſad Prophecy of fu- c 
ture events, fince come to paſs. The t 
miſeries of theſe waſting Diviſions both ! 

| 
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end of, untill it ſhall pleaſe Almighty 
God in his infinite mercy to a ſinful Na- 
tion, to reſtore them both (King and 
Biſhops) to their ancient, juſt, and right- .- 


ou 

hari ful power : and in order thereunto gra- 
ent cioully to hear the weak prayers of a 
the ſmall oppreſled Party, (yet coming from 
ey loyal hearts, and going not out of feign- 
om ed lips) beyond the loud crying Perju- 


Tics, Sacrileges, and Oppreſſions of thoſe 

ati thac now exerciſe an Arbitrary Sove- 
n-Y reignty over their iellow-{ubjects, with- 
ph out either juſtice or mercy , together 
«6 with the abominable Hypocrifie and 
ot Dilloyalty, that hath ſo long reigned in 
or them and their Adherents. 


le 

ol I 'Y. 

1C 

W Thoſe two general Conſiderations, al- 


PB though they might (as I ſaid) ſuffice to 
y take away the force of the ObjeCtion, 
« without troubling our ſelves or the Rea- 
, der with any further Anſwer thereun- 
2 to. Yet that the Objeftors may not 
have the leaſt occaſion given them to 
; quarrel the Proceedings, as if we did 
| purpoſely decline a juſt tryal, we ſball 
D 4 comsg 


———_— 


AO Eviſcopary 4s eſtabliſhed 


_— 
— _—— 


come up a !:ttle cloler, and examine | Ecc 
more particularly every material point, | Su! 
in the order as they he in the Objecti- | Jud 
on afore!aid. And the points are three. | anc 

1, That the manner uted by the Bi- BY the 


ſhops, in tending out their Sum- | ch 
mons, &Cc. 1n their own Names, 1s Ce 
contrary tothe form and order of | do 
other Courts. of 
2. That ſuch forms of Proceſs ſeem to K 
have at firſt proceeded from the th 
uſurped power of the Biſhops of ſt 
Rome, who laboured by all poſſible {c 
means to bring down the Regal | . 
Power, and ſet up their own. n 


3. That upon theſe very grounds the 
Cuſtom was altered by Att of Par- 
liament, and a Statute made 1 Zaw. 

VI. (howlſoever lince repealed and 
diſcontinued) that all Proceſſes Ec- 
cleſiaſtical ſhould be made in rhe 
Kings Name, and not in the Bi- 
ſhops. 


V, 
As to the firſt point, true it 15 that 


the manner ufed by the Biſhops in the 
Ec- 
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Eccleſiaſtical Courts, (viz. 1n iſſuing out 
Summons, Citations, Proceſſes, giving 
Judgments, &c. in their own Names, 
and not in the Kings) is difterent from 
the manner uſed in the Kings Bench, Ex- 
chequer, Chancery, and ſundry other 
Courts. But that difference neither 
doth of neceſſity import an independency 
of the Eccleſiaſtical Courts upon the 

King, nor did in all probability ariſe at 
the beginning from the Opinion of any 
ſuch Independency ; nor ought in rea- 
ſon to be conſtrued as a diſacknowledg- 


. ment of the Kings Authority and Supre- 


macy Eccleſiaſtical, For, 
VI, 


Firit, There is between ſuch Courts 
as are the Kings own immediate Courts, 
and ſuch Courts as are not, a great diffe- 
rence in this point. Of the tormer ſort 
areeſpecially the Kings Bench and Chan- 
cery : as allo the Courts of Common 
Pleas, Exchequer, Juſtices of Goal-deli- 
very, &c. In the King's Bench the 
Kings themſelves in former times have 
often perſonally ſate, whence it came to 

| have 
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have the name of the Kings Bench , nei- 
ther was it tyed to any particular place, 
' but followed the Kings Perſon. At this 
day alſo all Writs returnable there run 
in this ſtyle, Coram nobis, and not ( as 
in {ſome other Courts ) Coram Fuſtitiariis 
zoſtris or the like ; and all Judicial Re- 
cords there are ſtyled, and the Pleas 
there holden, entred, Coram Repe, and 
not Coram Fuititiariis Domini Regis ; Ap- 
peals allo are made from interiour Judges 
in other Courts to the King in Chance- 
Ty ; becauſe in the conſtruction of the 
Laws the Kings Perſonal Power and pre- 
lence is ſuppoſed to be there: and there- 
fore Sub pena's granted out of that Court, 
and all matters of Record paſſed there, 
run in the ſame ſtyle, Coram Rege, &c. 
Foraſmnch as in the Judges in theſe two 
Courts there is a more immediate re- 
preſentation of the Kings Perſonal power 
and preſence, than in the Judges in thoſe 
other Courts of Common-Pleas, Exche- 
quer, &. Which yet by reaſon of his 
immediate virtual power and preſence 
are the Kings immediate Courts too. 
In regard of which his immediate vir- 
tual power, although the ſtyle of the 
Writs 
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Writs and Records there be not Coram 
nobis, Coram Rege, as in the former, but 
only- Coram Fuſtitiariis, Coram Bavyoni- 
bus noſtris, ec. Yet inaſmuch as the 
Judges in thoſe Courts are the Kings 
immediate {worn Miniſters to execute 
Juſtice, and to do equal right to all the 


- Kings people in his name, therefore all 


Proceſſes, Pleas , As and Judgments 
are made and done 1n thole Courts, as 
well as in the two former, 1n the Kings 
Name. But in ſuch Courts as do not 
ſupole any ſuch immediate Repreſenta- 
tion or preſence of the Kings either per- 
ſonal or virtual power, as that thereby 
they may be holden and taken to be the 
King's own immediate Courts, the caſe 
is far otherwiſe.For neither are the Jud- 
ges 1n thoſe Courts ſworn the Kings Jud- 
ges, to adminiſter Juſtice, and do right 
to the Kings SubjeQs in his name and 
ſtead: nor do they take upon them the 
authority, to cite- any perſon, or to 
give any ſentence; or to do any a& of 
Juriſdidtion in the Kings name having 
never been by him authorized fo to do. 
Of this ſort are amongſt others (beſt 
known to them that are skilled inthe 
Laws 
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Laws of this Realm ) all Courts-Baron 
held by the Lord of a Manner, Cultoma- 
ry Courts of Copy-holders, &c. and 
ſach Courts as are held by the Kings 
grant, by Charter to ſome Corpora- 
tion, as to a City, Borough, or Uni- 
verſity ; or elſe by long ulage and pre- 
_ of time. In all which Courts, 
and if there be y other of like nature, 
Summons are iſlued out, and Judge- 
ments given, and all other As and pro- 
ceedings made and done in the name of 
ſuch perſons as have cheif aurhority in 
the ſaid Courts, and not in the name of 
the King : So as the {tiles run thus, AB. 
Major civitatis Ebor, N.M. Cancellarins 
Univerſitatis Oxon. and the like ; and 
not Carolus Dei gratia, &c. 


V II. 

Upon this ground it is that our Law- 
yers tell us out of Bron, that in caſe of 
Baitardy to be certified by the Biſhop, no 
inferiour Court, as London, York, 
Norwich, or any other Incorporation 
can write to the Biſhop to require him 
to certify : but any of the Kings Courts 
at Weſtminſter (as common Pleas, Kings 

Bench, 
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Bench, &c-) may write to him tocer- 
tify - that caſe. The reaſon is, Becauſe 
Nullus alius preter Regem poteſt Epiſtopo 
demanadare i ea ie Ge 
maketh it plain that the Kings immedi- 
ate power ( either perſonal, or virtual ) 
15 by the Law ſuppoſed ro be preſent in 
Courts of the one {ort, not of the other: 
the one fort being his own immediate 
Courts, and the other not. 


VIIL 
Now that the Eccleſtaſtical Courts 


wherein the Biſhops exerciſe their Ju- 


Tiſdition, are of the later ſort, I doubt 
not but our Law-books will afford plen- 
ty of Arguments to prove it, beyond all 
poſſibility of contradiftion or cavil. 
Which being littte verſed in thoſe ſtu- 
dies I leave tor them to find out who 
have leiſure to ſearch the Books, and do 
better underſtand the nature, conſtitu- 
tion, differences and bounds of the ſe- 
veral Courts within this Realm. One 
Argument there is, very obvious to eve- 
ry underſtanding, (which becauſe I 
{hall have fit occaſion a little _—_— 
( 
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declare, I will not now any longer inſiſt 
upon, ) taken from the nature of the 
JuriſdiQtion of theſe Courts ſo far diſtant 
trom the Juriſdiction appertaining to 
thoſe other Courts, that theſe are no- 
toriouſly ſeparated and in common and 
vulgar ſpeech diſtinguiſhed from all 
other by the peculiar name and appella- 
tion of the Spiritual Courts. But ano- 
ther Argument, which thoſe Books 
have ſuggeſted, I am the more willing 
here to produce, for that it not onely 
{ſufficiently proveth the matter now in 
hand, but is alſo very needful to be bet- 
ter known abroad in the world than its, 
for the removing ofa very unjult cen- 
lure, which meerly for want of the 
knowledge of the true cauſe, hath been 
laid upon the Biſhops in one particular, to 
their great wrong and prejudice. It 
hath been much talked fon, not only by 
the common fort of people, but by ſome 
perſons alſo of better rank and underſtan- 
ding, and imputed to the Biſhops as an 
at ofvery high inſolency, that 1n their 
Procefſes, Patents, Commiſhons, Li- 
cences, and other Inſtruments whereun- 
t0 their Epiſcopal Seat is affixed, ſo oft 
as 


LD — 
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as they have occaſion to mention them- 
ſelves, the Style runneth ever more in 
the Plural Number [/Vos G. Cant. Archie- 
Piſcopus, Coram nobis, Salvo nobis,CFc.] juſt 
as it doth in his Majeſties Letters Patents 
and Commiſhons : thereby ſhewing 
themſelves ( lay they) as if they were 
his Fellows and Equals. All this great 
noiſe and clamour againſt the pride of 
the Biſhops upon this ſcore, proceedeth 
(as I {aid ) meerly from the ignorance of 
the true original cauſe and ground of 
that innocent and ancient uſage ; and 
therefore cannot ſignifie much to any 
reaſonable and conlidering Man, when 
that ground is diſcovered : which 1s this, 
viz, that every Biſhop is in conſtruction 
of our Laws a Corporation. For al- 
though the Biſhop of himſelf, and in his 
privateand perſonal capacity, be but a 
lingle perſon as other men are, and ac- 
cordingly in his Letters concerning his 
own particular affairs, and in all other 
his atings upon his own occaſions, and 
as a private perſon writeth of himſelf in 
the Gndes number , as other private 
men do; yet for as much as 1n his pub- 
lick and politick capacity, and as a Bi- 
ſhop 
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ſhop in the Church of Zxg/and,he ftand- 
eth in the eye of the Law as a Corpora- 
tion; the King not onely alloweth him 
aCting in that capacity to write of him- 
ſelfin the plural number,but in all Writs 
dire&ed to him as Biſhop (as in Preſen- 
tations and the like) befpeaketh him in 
the plural number, [ere Dioceſss, vo- 
bis preſentamus, &c.) The Biſhop then 
being a Corporation, and that- by the 
Kings Authority, as all other Corpora- 
tions (whether ſimple or aggregate, 
whether by Charter or Prelcription) 
are, it is meet he ſhould hold his Courts, 
and proceed therein in the ſame manner 
and form where there -is no apparent 
reaſon to the contrary) as other Corpo- 
rations do. And therefore as it would 
be a high preſumption for the Chancel- 
lour and Scholars of one of the Univerli- 
ties, being a Corporation, to whom the 
King by his Charter hath granted a 
Court ; or for the Major and Aldermen 
of a City for the ſame reaſon to iffue 
Writs, or do other atts in their Courts 
in the Kings Name, not having any Au- 
thority from the King or his Grant, or 
from the Laws and Cuſtoms of _ 
0 


—o— 
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ſo to do : ſo doubtleſs it would for the 
ſame reaſon be eſteemed a Preſumption 
noleſs intolerable, for the Biſhops to uſe 
the Kings Name in their Proceſles and 
oy as, not having any ſufficient 
egal Warrant or Authority for ſo do- 


ing. 
I X. 
Which, if it were duly conſidered, 
would induce any reaſonable man to be- 


lieve and confeſs, that this manner of 
proceeding in their own Names uſed by 


the Biſhops in their Courts, is ſo far 


from trenching upon the Regal Power 
and Authority,which is the Crime char- 
ged upon it by the ObjeQors, that the 
contrary uſage (unleſs it were enjoyned 
by. ſome Law of the Land, as it was in 
the Reign of King Zaward the Sixth) 
might far more juſtly be charged there- 
withall. For the true reaſon of uſing 
the Kings Name in any Court, 1s not 
thereby troacknowledge the emanation 
of the Power or Juriſdition of that 
Court from, or the Subordination of 
that Power unto the Kings DA 

E us 
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Authority, as the Obje&ors ſeem to ſup- 
poſe ; but rather to ſhew the fame 
Court to be one of the Kings own 1m- 
mediate Courts, wherein the King him- 
ſelfis ſuppoſed (in the conſtruction of 
the Law) either by his perſonal or-vir- 
tual power to be preſent. And the got 
uſing of the Kings Name 1n other Courts 
doth not infer, as ifthe Judges of the 
{aid Courts did not att by the Kings Au- 
thority ; (for who can imagine that 
they who hold a Court by virtue of the 
Kings Grant onely, jhould pretend to 
act by any other than his Authority 2) 
bur onely that they are no immediate 
Repreſentatives of the Kings Perſon in 
fuch their Juriſdiction, nor have conſe- 
quently any allowance from him to uſe 
his Name in the exerciſe or execution 
thereof. 


X. 


Secondly, There is another obſervable 
difference in this point , between the 
Kings Common Law Courts, ſuch as 
are moſt of thoſe afore mentioned, and 


thoſe Courts that proceed according I 
| | the 
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the way of the Civil Law. If the King 
appoint a Conſtable, or Earl Marſhal,or 
Admiral of Zzyland : for as much as all 
Tryals in the Marſhes Court {common- 
ly called che Court of Honour ) and in 
the Admiralty are according to the Civil 
Law ; all Proceſles therefore, Sentences, 
and Acts in thoſe Courts go in the names 
of the Conſtable, Earl-Marſhal, or Ad- 
mural, and not in the Kings name, Which 
manner of proceeding conſtantly uted in 
thoſe Courts, fith no Man hitherto hath 
been found to interpret, as any diminu- 
tion at all or difacknowledgement of the 


' Kings Soveraigaty over the {aid Courts : 


it were not poſſible ſame manner of 
proceeding in the Eccleſiaſtical Courts 
ſhould be ſo confidently charged with ſo 
heinous a crime, did not the interven- 
tion of ſome wicked luſt or other prevail 
with Men of corrupt minds to become 
partial Judges ofevil thoughts. Eſpeci- 
ally conſidering, that, 


XI. 
Thirdly, There is yet a more ſpecial 


and peculiar Reaſon: to be given 1p the 
S 2 bey 
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Dehalf of the Biſho ps for not uſing the En 
King's Name in their Proceſſes, &c.jin | the 
the Eccleſiaſtical Courts, than can be || anc 
given for the Judges of any other the a- F nin 
bove-mentioned Courts ( either of the Þ alſl 
Common or Civil Laws ) in the faid rel- per 
pet ; ariſing (as hath been alreadyin F of ( 
part touched) from the different nature } er, 
of their ſeveral reſpeQive Juriſditions. Þ fav 
which is, that the ſummons and other 8 offi 
proceedings and aQs in the Eccleſiaſtical £ or 
Courts are for the moſt part in order to | con 
the Eccleſiaſtical cenſures and ſentences | of 
of Excomunication, &c. The paſſing I Kir 
of which ſentences & others of like kind, © ged 
being a part of power of the Keyes which I the 
our Lord Zeſws Chriſt thought fit to leave Wſ ſpit 
in the hands of his Apoſtles and their I dif? 
* Succeſfors, and not in the hands of Lay- I in; 
men ; the Aings of Englaxd never chal- & tho 
lenged to belong unto themſelves: but | the 
left the exerciſe of that Power entirely © Biſl 
to the Biſhops, as the lawful Succeſſors the 
.. of the Apoſtles, and inheritours cftheir cat 
-— Power. The regulating and ordering EW tha 
of that power in ſundry circumſtances | biſl 
concerning the outward exerciſe thereof W 4» 
in foro externo, the Godly KINGS of @W but 


Ene+ 
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Enzland have thought to belong unto 
them as in the right of their Crown ; 
and have accordingly made Laws concer- 
ning the ſame, even as they have done 
allv concerning the other matters ap- 
pertaining to Religion and the Worſhip 
of God. But the fubſtance of that pow- 
er, and the funCtion thereof, as they 
law it to be altogether improper to their 
office and calling;ſo they never pretended 
or laid claim thereunto. But on the 
contrary, when by occaſion of the title 
of Supream Head, &c. aſlumed by 
King Henry the Eighth, they were char- 


'ged by the Papilts for challenging to 


themſelves ſuch power and authority 
ſpiritual ; they conſtantly and openly 
diſayowed it tothe whole world, renoun- 
cing all claim toany ſuch poweror au- 
thority : As is manifeſt ; not onely from 
the allowed writings of many godly 
Biſhops, eminent for their learning in 
their ſeveral reſpeQtive times, in vindi- 
cation of the Church of Zx2/and from 
that calumny of the Papiſt ; as Arch- 
biſhop Fhitgift, Biſhop Bilſon, Bilhop | 
Andrews, Biſhop Carleton, and others : 


but alſo by the InjunQtions of _ 
Elie 
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Elizabeth, and the admonition prefixed 
thereunto ; by the 37th. Art. of the 
Church of Zxeland required to be ſub- 
ſcribed by all that take Orders in the 
Church,or Degrees in the Univerſities ; 
and by conſtant declared judgment and 
practice of the two late Kings of bleſſed 
memory, King #ames,and King Charles 
the I. They who thus exprelly diſclat- 
»d the medling with Spiritual Cen- 
ſures, and the powers of the Keyes, 
cannot be rationally ſuppoſed to have 
thought their own preſence ( either per- 
{onal or virtual) any way requiſite in 
the Courts where ſuch Cenſures were to 
be adminiſtred aud exerciſed : and there- 
fore doubtleſs could not deem it fit or 
proper, that in the juridical proceedings 
_— Courts their names ſhould be 
uſed, 


XIT. 


The ſecond point in the charge obje- 
Qted is, that this Cuſtom uſed. by the Bi- 
jhops in aQting all things in the Ecclefia- 
ſtical Courts in their own Names, grew 
at firſt from the exorbitant Power of the 
Popes, 


--» 
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Popes, who laboured what they could 
to advance their own Greatneſs by e&- 
empting the Clergie trom all Subjection to 
Temporal Princes, and ſetting up an 
Eccleſiaſtical Power of Juriſdi&ion in- 
dependent upon the Secular : and rhat 
the Parliament had that ſenſe of it inthe 
Reign of King Edward the Sixth, as the 
words of the Statute made x #4.6. for 
the altering of the ſaid Cuſtom do plain- 
ly intimate. 


LD — 


X1IIL 


In which part of the Charge there is 
at the moſt but thus much ot truth. 

I, That the Biſhops of Rome did not 
omit with all ſedulity to purſue the 
bel grand deſign of that See, which was to 

bring all Chriſtian Princes into ſubje- 
Etion to it (ſelf. 

2, That all the labouring for Exemp- 
| tion of the Clergy from the Secular 
e-& Powers, was in order tothat deſign. 

1- 3. That the Biſhops manner of uſing 
a- their own Names in all a&s of their Ju- 
w | riſeiction, (looked upon alone and by it 
e | ſelf, without any conſideration of the 
Sy E 4 true 
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true realons thereof) doth carry by ſo 
much the more ſhew of ſerving the Pa- 
pal Interelt, than if they ſhould do all in 
the Kings Name, by how much the ac- 
knowledging the Kings Supremacy Ec- 
cleſiaſrical is leſs apparent therein, than 
in rhe other, 

4+ That the want of ſuch an expreſs 
Acknowledgment of the Kings Supre- 
macy, together with the Jealvuſies: the 
State had in thoſe times, over any thing 
that might ſeem to further or favour 
the Ulurped Power of the Pope in the 
leaſt degree, might very probably in this 
particular (as well as it did in ſome 0- 
ther things) occaſion ſuch men as bear 
the greateſt ſway in managing the pub- 
lick affairs in the beginning of that god- 
ly (but young) Kings Reign, out ofa juſt 
deteſtation of the Papacy to endeavour 
over ha(tily the aboliſhing of whatſoever 
was with any colour Indo oe unto 


them to ſavour of Popery, without ſuch 
due examination of the grounds of thoſe 
Suggeſtions, as was requiſite ina matter 
of ſv great importance. 


XIV, 
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XIV. 


This isall we can (perhaps more than 
we need) yield unto in this point of the 
Charge. But thenthere are ſome other 
things which we cannot eaſily aflentun- 
tO: AS, Viz, 

I. That thi Cuſtom had unaoubtedly its 
original and growth from the Popes Uſurped 
Power. Which as we think it impoſhble 
for them to prove, ſo it ſcemeth to us 
the leſs probable, becauſe by comparing 


_ of this courſe uſed in the Eccleſiaſtical 


Courts with the Practice of ſundry o- 
ther Courts, ſome of like, ſome of difter- 
ent nature thereunto, we have already 
ſhewed the true reaſons and grounds of 
the difterence between ſome Courts and 
other ſome imthis particular. 

2. That it i a Rag or Relique of Anti- 
chriſtian Tyranny. Which we believe to 
be altogether untrue ; not onely for the 
Reaſons before ſpecified, and for that the 
ſame 1s done in ſundry other Courts 
holden within this Realm, without any 
note of Antichriſtianiſm or Popery faſt- 
ned thereupon ; but alſo becaule it _ 

cen 
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been conſtantly continued in this King” 
dom, (the ſhort Reigh of King Edward 


the Sixth onely excepted) with the Al- 
lowance of all the Proteſtant Kings and 
Queens of this Realm ever fince the Re- 
formation. Who, although they be e- 
ver and anon taxed by the Puritan Facti- 
on ( unjuſtly and infolently enough) for 
watt of a Through Reformation,and lea- 
ving ſo much Popiſh traſh unpurged in 
the point of Worſhip and Ceremonies ; 
yet have not uſually been blamed by that 
Party for being wanting to themſelves 
in vindicating to the utmoſt their Regal 
Authority and Supremacy Eccleſiaſtical, 
from the Ulurped Power of the Biſhop 
of Rome, inany thing wherein they con- 
ceived it to be itnany wiſe or degree con- 
cerned. As alſo becauſe this manner of 
proceeding. in the Courts Eccleſiaſtical 
hath 'been conſtantly and without ſcru- 
ple of Conſcience, or ſuſpition of Popes 
Ty, uſed and praQtiſed by all our godly 
and orthodox Biſhops; even thoſe who 
have been the moſt zealous Maintainers 
of our Religion againſt the Papiſts, and 
{ſuch as have particularly written againſt 
the Antichriltian Tyranny of the Pope, 

9) 
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or in defence of the Kings Supremacy in 
matters Eccleſiaſtical, as Fewel, Bilſon, 
Abbot , Buckridge, Carleton, and many 
others. 


XV, 


But againſt all this that hath been 
ſaid, how agreeable ſ{oever it may ſeem 
to truth and reaſon, may be oppoſed the 
Judgment of the whole Realm in Parlia« 
ment, (the Biſhops themſelves alfo then 
ſitting and voting as well as other the 
Lords and Commons) in the firſt year of 


| the Reign of King Edward the Sixth;wlio 


thought fit by their At to alter the 
aforelaid Form, and that upon the two 
aforefaid grounds, v1s. that it was con- 
trary to the form and order of the Com- 
mon Law Courts, and according to the 
form and manner uſed in the time of the 
Uſurped Power of the Biſhop of Rome. 
Which being the laſt and weightieſt 
point in the Charge, is the moft conſi- 
derable, in that belides its own ſtrength, 
It giveth alſo further ſtrength and con- 
firmation to the other two, 


XVI, 
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XVL. 


But for Anſwer unto this Argument | 1 
drawn from __ —_— of the Par- Þ} ing 
lament, as it is declared in the Statute & don 
of x Edw.6. I would demand of the Ob. I} of | 
fetors, where they place the chief I} for! 
firength of the Argument ; whether in I {we 
the Authority of the Perſons, (viz. the Þ| and 
great Aſſembly of State convened in © Pri 
Parliament) ſo judging or in validity Þ Re! 
of thoſe Reaſons which led them ſo to Þ wi 
judge. Ifin this latter their Judgment I th: 
can weigh no more, than the Reaſons do I the 
whereon -it was built ; the frailty I, 1n 
whereof we have already examined and I} an 
diſcovered. If in the Authority of the £ Gc 
Judges, we lay inthe balance againſt it I do 
the Judgment of the Kingdom in all the I tic 
Parliaments after the deceaſe of King F-1u 


Edward for above fourſcore years toge- hi 
ther ;. the firſt whereof repealed that | u 
Statute, and none of thoſe that followed g' 
(for ought appeareth to us) 'ever went b 
about to revive it. , 

1 

1 


X VII. 
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XVII. 


ent 8 If itſhall be ſaid firſt, That the EnaQ- 
ar- | ing of that Statute by King Zaward, was 
ute I done in order to the further aboliſhing 
)b. | of Popery, and the perfeCting of the Re- 
ief £ formation begun by his Father : I an- 
in £ {wer, That as it was a very pious care, 
he FF and of ſingular example in ſo young a 
in Þ Priace, to intend and endeavour the 
ty | Reformation of Religion and the Church 
to & within his Realms, (for which even at 
nt | this day we havecauſe to acknowledge 
lo IE the good Providence of Almighty God 
ty in railing him up, to become 1o bleſſed 
id I an Inſtrument of his Glory and our 
16 Þ Good :) ſo on the other ſide we cannot 
It doubt, but that the buſineſs of Reforma- 
1e tion under him was carried on with | 
g F-fuch mixture of privateends, and other —__ 
M humane frailties and afteftions, as are 
t uſually incident into the enterpriſing of 
d great affairs, eſpecially ſuch as cannot 
t be effeQed without the afſiſtance of ma- 
ny Inſtruments. All of which ia likely- 

hood being not of one Judgment and 
Temper, but having their Conn Inclt- 
nations, 
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nations, Paſſions , and Intereſts, with 
great difference, the Produtt of their 
Endeavours (whatſoever ſincerity there 
were in the intentians of the firſt Mover) 
muſt needs be fuch, as the conſtitution 
of the moſt prevalent Inſtruments im- 
ployed in the work would permit it to 
be. Thevery Name of Reformation of 
Religion and Manners, and of Abuſes 
crept into the: Church or Commonwealth, 
carrieth with.it a great deal of outward 
glory and luftre, filling the hearts of 
men with expectations of much happi- 
neſs to enſue, and in that hope is ever- 
more entertained with general applauſe, 
eſpecially of the vulgar fort ; becauſe 
men look upon. it as it were in the Za, 
(that is to ſay, as it is fancied and deviſed 
in the mind and imagination) and ab- 
{traQtedly from thoſe impediments and in- 
conveniences, which when they come 
ad praticandum,and to put their thoughts 
in execution, they ſhall be ſure to meet: 


withall moreor leſs, to render the per- 
formance ſhort of the promiſe and ex- 


pettation. 
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XV IL 


Now becauſe Reſormation 1s ſo muck 
talked of in thefe evit-days of ours, 
wherein thouſand of well-meaning Peo- 
ple have been ſeduced into _dangeruus 
by-paths by that {pecious Name ; 1t will 
not be amils, (though we may ſeem per- 
haps to digreſs a little for it) to prompt 
the Reader to ſome Conſiderations, that 
may incline him rather to ſuſpe& a 
thing tobeill done, than to be confident 
that it is well done, if he have no other 
reaſon of that confidence but this,that it 
is pretended to. be done by way of Re+ 
formation. 


XI X. 
It is conſiderable #:rf, that Reforma- 


tion is the uſual vizard, wherewith men 
of inſatiable avarice or ambition diſguiſe 
their baſe unworthy intentions, that the 
uglinefſs thereof may not appear to vul- 
gar eyes. Seldom hath. any Sacrilegi- 
ous or Seditious attempt appeared a» 
broad in the world; and been, — 
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ced either by the Great ones or the Ma. 
ny, which hath aot been uſhered in b 
this piece of Hypocriſfie, Not to look 
further (backward or forward) for In- 
ſtances in both kinds, than to the Reign 
of that King , wherein the Statute to 
much inſiſted upon was made ; it cannot 
be denied, but that during the Reign of 
that Religious and Godly young King, 
(without his knowledge as we verily 
hope and believe,or at moſt through the 
malicious ſuggeſtions and cunning inſi- 
nuations of ts that were about him) 
ſuch Sacrileges were a&ed, and that 
under the name and pretence of Reforma- 
tion, as have caſt a very foul blemiſh up- 
on our very Religion, eſpecially in the 
eyes of our Adverſaries, who have ever 
ſhewed themſelves forward enough to 
impute the faults of the Perſons to the 
Profeſſion. And under the ſame pre- 
tence of Reformation were alſo masked 
all the Bloud-ſhed, Miſchiefs, and Out- 
rages committed by ett, and his Sediti- 
ous Rabble, in the ſame Kings Reign ; in 
{9 much asa great Oak whereat they 
appointed their uſual Meetings, and 
whereon (by the juſt Judgment of _ 
im- 
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himſelf the Ringleader of that Rebellion 
was afterwards hanged, was by them 
called the Oke of Reformation. By 
In-S what was done in thoſe times (ill e- 
ignf} nough indeed, yet modeſtly in compari- 
 {o#-don of what hath been done in ours) we 
not} may have a near gueſs what their mea- 
a off ning is, that are fo eagerly ſet upon a 
ng, Thorow Reformation {as they call it) in 
rily the Church, in the Commonwealth, in the 
the Univerſities ; even to get into their own 
nſi-Y hands and diſpoſal all the Places and 
im) Offices of Power or Profit in them all. 
hat I dare not fay, (for truly of ſome Ibe- 
na- - lieve the contrary, and hope the ſame of 
up-Y many more) that all thoſe that joyn in 
the vote-or att with thoſe plauſible Pretend- 
ver ers of Reformation, or wiſh well unto 
toll them in the ſimplicity of their hearts, 
the Y are guilty of their abominable Hypocri- 
re-E fie. But ſure all Experience ſheweth, 
ed B. that in great Councils there are ever 
ut-Y more ſomeone or a few \uaſ#z?i, ative 
iti-Y and cunning men, that are able by the 
in reputation of their Wiſdom and Abili- 
ey ties of Speech, tocarry all buſineſſes in 
nd BY tlie vogue even as themſclves have be- 
d) BY fore harid cloſely contrived them ; or 
t - 


—_ 
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ing on the reſt as a Bell-weather doth 
\. the whole Flock, or as a crafty Foreman 

of a Jury doth the whole Dozen, which 
way ſoever they pleaſe ; who follow | ;- 
tamely after (qu4 itur, non qua eundum) in 7. 
an impticit Belief, that that muſt needs bo 
be the right way, which they ſee ſuch by 
- any Guides to have taken before =p, 
taem, - 


Wd + all 


But ſay there were no ſuch reſerved ni 
ſecret ſiniſter ends either-in the cheif F ;þ 
Agents or their Miniſters, but thata Þ & 
juit Reformation were as really and fin- I - 
cerely intended by them all, as itis by BY a 
ſome of them ſpeciouſly pretended : yer ha 
1s it conſiderable Secondly, how very BW th; 
\ — itis,in the buſineſs of Re- NU y- 

formation to ſtay at the right point, and I ,;, 
not | to overdo, by reaſon of that } (; 
—#wileie Tis d122axis, whereby we are very fo 
apt in declining one of the extreams to | (1, 
fall into the other, either in point of 0- evi 
Punion or prattice. In deteftation of | +, 
the herefie of Ne#orizs, who diſtingui- \ſÞ «©: 
ſhed the perſons in Chriſt, becauſe hel ,f 
knew there were two natures ; Zutyches || thy 

went 
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went ſofar asto confound thenatures, / 
becauſe he knew there was but one per- 


fon, And becauſe the Papiſts by the *. 


multitude and pompouſnels of their Ce- 
remonies had taken away much of the 
inward vigour of Gods publick worſhip, 
_ bydrawing it too much outward ; the 
Puritans 4n oppoſition to them, and to 
reform that errour, by ſtripping it of 
all Ceremonies have left it ſo bare, that 
(beſides the unſeemlineſs ) it is well 
nigh ſtarved for want of convenient clo- 
thing. Ir is in the diſtempers of the 
body politick in this reſpect not 'much 
"otherwiſe than it is in thoſe of the Body 
natural, In an Ague, when the cold fit 
hath had his courſe, the Body doth not 
thence returne to a kindly natural 
warmth, but falleth ſpeedily intoa bur- 
ning preternatural heat, nothing leſs 
( if not rather more) afMiCtive than the 
former.And how often have Phyſicians, 
(not the unlearned Empericks onely, bur 
even thoſe beſt renowned for their Skill 
and Judgment,) by tampering with a 
CTAaZ y to maſter the ——— 
of ſome noxious humor therein, c 
their Patients ere they were aware uns 
F > der 
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der the Tyranny of another and con- 
trary Humour as perilous as the for- 
mer : or for fear of leaving too much 
bad blood in the Veins, have letten out 
too much of the vital ſpirits withal. 
Onely the difference is, that in budily 
diſeaſes this courſe may be ſometimes 
RY experimented, and with g od 
uccelſs ; not onely out of neceſſity,w hen 
there is no other way of curelett,- (as 
they uſe to fay, Deſperate 4-6 muſt 
have deſperate Remedies : )but alſo out of 
choice, and in a rational way ; as Hip- 
pocrates adviſeth in the caſe of ſome culd 
Diſeaſes to caſt the Patient into a burning 
Feaver, which he calleth i mv, 
And Iremember to have read fome- 
whereto that purpoſe ſuch an Apho- 
Tiſme as this, Utile eft innaſei febrem in 
ſpsſmo. But for the remedying of Mo- 
ral or Politick diſtempers, it is neither 
warrantable nor ſafeto try ſuch experi- 
ments : Not -warrantable ; becauſe we 
have no fuch rule given us in the Word 
of God whereby to operate : nor ſafe; 
becauſe ' herein the Mean only is com- 
mendable, all Extreams(whethet in de- 
feft or exceſs )vitious. Now w hat de- 
tects 
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efts or exceſſes there might bein the. 
Reformation of Religion and theChurch 
within theſe Realms during the 
Raigns of King Henry the "777. 
King Zaward the Y 7. and Qieen 
Elizabeth ; it doth not become me, nei- 
ther 15 it needful, to examine. But 
{ure it is, they that had the managery 
of thoſe affairs in' their ſeveral reſpe- 
Qiive Times were %:omJdgs 5459, made 
of the ſame Clay with other Men, ſub- 
jet to infirmities and paſſions, and to be 
byaſſed with partial afeQions, and thoſe 
attections capable to be enflamed with 
zeal, cooled with delayes, enraged by 
oppoſition, and allayed by ſcaſunable 
applications. And therefore although 
we cannot ſay for certain with what 
affetions thoſe Reformers in the be- 
ginning of King Edward's Reign were 
eered in the whole buſineſs : yet it1s 
very poſſible, and in this particular of 
the Statutes, (from the weakneſs of the 
reaſons therein expreſſed) not improba- 
ble, that the jealouſies they had of the 
Papal power ſo lately ejeted might 
make them more abundantly cautelous 
and ſolicitous to ſecure themſelves there 
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againſt, then need required. Verily the 
temper of thoſe Times and Men, and 
the Reformation made about thoſe times 
in other Countreys conſidered; we have 
far greater cauſe to bleſs God that in 
their then-Reformation in very many 
things they did not a nndecl worlſe, 
than to blame them that in fome few 
things they did not alittle better, than 
they have done. 


X XI. 


It is further conſiderable 7h1irdly, that 
where a Reformation is truly intended, 
and the thing it ſelf intended by that Re- 
formation to be eſtabliſhed is alſo within 
a tolerable compaſs of Mediocrity; there 
may yet be ſuch errour in the choice of 
the means to be uſed for the accompliſh- 
1ng of thoſe intentions, as may vitiate 
the whole work, and render it blame- 
worth. For although it be atruth fo 
expreſly affirmed by the Apoſtle, and fo 
agreable to the lichates of right reaſon 
[. That we may not do any evil thing for any 
good end] as that I ſhould ſcarce have 
believed it poſſible rhat . any man that 
PTCs 
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pretended to be Chriſtian or but realo- 
pable, ſhould hold the contrary, had 1 
not been advertiſed by very credible per- 
ſons that ſome men of eminent place and 

wer did ſo, by diſtinguiſhing ( but 

ſide the Book, and where the Law 
diſtinguiſheth not )between a publick 
anda private good End : yet the eager- 
neſs of moſt men in the purſuance of 
{ſuch ends as they are fully bent upon, and 
their pride of ſpirit diſdaining to be 
croſſed in their purpoſes, and impatient 
of meeting with any oppoſition; putteth 


.them many times upon the uſe of ſuch 


means as ſeem for the preſent beſt con- 
ducing to the ends they have pRoene 
to themſelves, without any ſufficient 
care to examine whether ſuch means be 
lawful or not. For either they run on 
headlong and are relolved not to ſtick at 
any niceties of conſcience, but being in- 
gaped in a deſign togo through with it 
per fas & nefas; meaſuring honeſty by 
utility: or elſe they gather upany thin 
hg-leaves where they can meet with 
them to hide the deformity of their 
ations if it were poſſible even from 
their own eyes z and are willing their 
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atfe&tions ſhould bribe and cheat their 
judgments with any weak reaſons to 
pronounce that /aw-fulto be done which 
they have a mind to do, the ſecret checks 
and murmurings of their Conlciences to 
the contrary notwithſtanding. Hence 
It is, that whereas Men ought to cons 
form all their wills and aQtions to the ex- 
act Rule of God's Word,they do 19 often 
in ſtead thereof crooken the Rule to 


make it comply with their ations and 


deſires ; railing ſuch Do&rines and 
Concluſions from the ſacred Texts of 
Scripture by forced inferences, as will 
beſt ſerve to give countenance to whatſo- 
ever they fancy to be, or pleaſe to call 
Reformation ; and to whatſoever means 
they ſhould uſe for the effecting of ſuch 
Reformation, though it were by popu- 
lar Tumults, civil War, deſpiſing Go- 
vernours, breaking Oaths, open Re- 
bellion, or any other a& how unjuſt ſo- 
ever and full of difloyalty. Which 
made Learned Zanchy, obſerving in his 
time how Anabaptiits and all forts of 
SeCtaries, that attempted tobring in any 
new and unheard of alteration in Relig1- 
on 1ntothe Churches of Chrift, by any 

| means 
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means though never ſo ſeditious and un« 
lawful, did yet juſtifie all their enter- 
priſes by this, that they were done in or- 
der td a more pertect Reformation, to 
cry out, £20 non intelligo iſkam R-forma- 
torum mundi Theologiam. Whether this 
obſervation be ſo fitly appliable to 
thoſe times of King Edward's Reforma- 
tion; as the two former conſiderations 
were, I know not: Iam fure it fitterh 
but too well to theſe evil times of ours, 
wherein the pretence of a thorow-Refor- 
mation ſerveth as a foil to ſet off the 


| blackeſt crimes that ever the Chriſtian 


world was guilty of. 
XXII. 

Zaſtly, Say there ſhould be nothing 
amiſs in any of the premiſſes , bur 
that the Intentions were fincere , the 
Proceedings moderate, and the Means 
lawful : yet fince no wit of Man 
is at the preſent able to foreſee all the 
inconveniences that may enſue upon any 


/ great and ſuddain change of ſuch Laws 
* and Cuſtomes as have been long and ge- 


nerally obſerved,till time and experience 
diſcover them, it may very well ( and 
not fſeldome doth) come to pals, _ 
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the Reformation intended for the reme- 
dying of ſome one abuſe, or the preven- 
ting of ſome preſent apparant inconve- 
nience, may open a gap to let in ſome 
other abuſes or inconveniences, which 
(though yet undiſcerned) may in time 
prove to be more and greater, than thoſe 
that were ſought to be remedied. Phy- 
ſicians tell us that all ſudden changes 1n 
the Body are dangerous: and it 15 no 
otherwye in the Church and- State, 
Which is the ground of that Maxime, 
well approved of all wiſe Men, if right- 
ly ond, Malum bene poſitum non 
movendum : and of that other, ſo fa- 
mous in the Ancient Councels, «:iz 
32» xezldiww, Let the old Cuſtomes be 
obſerved ; and therefore Ariſtotle grave- 
ly cenſureth that Law made by Hippoda- 
mu the Mileſian Law-giver, That who- 
foever ſhould deviſe any new Law for 
the common Good ſhould be rewarded 
by the State, as a Law indeed fooliſh 
and pernicious, how {pecious and plau- 
ſible ſoever it ſeemed at the firſt appea- 
Tance : becauſe ({aith he) it would but 
encourage bulic and active ſpirits to be 
always 1nnovating ſome thing or other 
in 
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in the State, which might finally tend 
to the ſubverſion of all ancient Laws 
and Cuſtomes, and conſequently of the 
whole Government it ſelf. Now that 
the Reformation in King Zdward's Days, 
as to this particular in that Statute con- 
cerned, was {ubject at leaſt to this frail- 
ty, we may very probably gather (z pof- 
teriort) from this; that after it was 
once repealed , they that had to doin 
the Reformation ever ſince, thought.it 
fit Tather to let it lye under that repeal, 
than to revive it. 


X XXIIL 


There can be no doubt, but that to 
an objection made from. the force of a 
Statute, it is a ſufficient anſwer (if it be 
true) to ſay that the ſaid Statute hath 
been repealed and fo continueth. Yet 
the Adverſaries of Zpiſcopacy are {o per- 
tinaciouſly bent to hold their Concluſion 


/ in deſpite of all Premifſles, that they ſeem 


tobe nothing ſatiſfied therewithall, but 
dividing the an{wer, turn the former 

art of it (viz that of the Repea/)to their 
own advantage, For Jay they, that 
Re- 
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_ being made by Queen Mary, 
W 


o was a profeſſed Papitt, anda Per- 
ſecutor of the Proteſtant Religion, was 
certainly an- Act of hers done in fas 
vour of Popery ; and fo is a ſtrong con- 
firmation, that the form of proceeding 
formerly uſed by the Biſhops in the Ec- 
clefiaſtical Courts, prohibited by the 
Statute of King Edward, bur reſtored 
by that her Repeal, was Popiſh praQtice, 
and more befitting Papiſts than Protes 
ſtants to uſe. 

XXIV. 
To return a full anſwer hereunto z 
Firſt it ſhall be willingly granted, that 
Queen Mary, being a zealous Papilt, 


-did cauſe that Statute made in the firſt of 


her Brothers Reign to be repealed out of 
pure zeal to the Romiſh Religion, and in 
favour of the Pope and of hisJuriſdiftion, 
Both becauſe ſhe conceived (which was 
true) that her late Brother being a Pro- 
teſtant had by that Statute prohibited 
the Biſhops to do ſundry things in their 
own names, of purpoſe thereby toleſſen 
the Popes Authority within his Realms; 
as alſo becauſe their uſing of the King's 
Name in their Proceſſes andAts eng 
Wl 
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with it (as we formerly granted) a 


more expreſs and evident acknowledg- 
ment of the King's Supremacy Eccleli- 
aftical, than the contrary cuſtome 
doth. 


XX V. 


But then Secondly, this being granted, 
it will by no means follow either frft, 
that the repeal of that Statute is not tobe 
valued by any Proteſtant; or that ſecoxd- 
ly the cuſtome of the Biſhops prohibited 
by the Statute and reſtored by the At of 


| Repeal, was Popiſhy or - chirdly, that 


our formeranſwer was inſufficient : not 
the firſt, becauſe we are not to look 
upon the Statute, and upon the Att of 
Repeal, as they were made, the one by 
a Proteſtant the other by a Papiſt { for 
that were to judge ws! *, and with 
reſpeC& of Perſons z) but to conſider whe- 
ther the reaſons whereupon the Statute 
was grounded were in veritate ret{uch, 
as thar it ought not to have been repea- 
led either by Papiſt or Proteſtant.Which 
rcalons how they have been valued, ap- 
peareth upon the poſt-faQt (in this y thar 
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a Papiſt Princeſs by the Principles of her 


Religion could do no leſs than repeal that 
Stature, and a Proteſtant Princeſs with- 
out prejudice to the Principles of her 
Religion might continue that Re+ 


peal. 
XXVL 


Not the ſecond : becauſe that very 


Statute of 1 Zaw.6. by which it 15 or- 
dained that all Summons, Citations, and 
other Proceſles Eccleſiaſtical,be made in 
the Name and with the Style of the King, 
doth it ſelf ſufficiently abſolve the con- 
trary Cuſtom formerly uſed by the Bi- 
{hops ating in their own. Names, from 
being either Popiſh or otherwiſe deroga- 
tory to the Kings Supremacy, In as 
much as by Pronges in the ſaid Statute 
the Biſhops are itill permitted in ſome 
caſes to uſe their own Names, without 
any mention at all to be made of the 
King: as namely the Archb.of Canterbury, 
to grant Faculties and Diſpenſations 
and every other Biſhop to make Colla- 
tions, Preſentations, Inſtitutions, and In- 
duCtions of Benefices, Letters of y__ 
| al 
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and Dimiiſories, &c. under their own 
Names and Seals, as by the words of 
the ſaid Statute doth plainly appear. 
Which ſure would . not haye been per. 
mitted in any caſe, had the thing it ſelf 
been by them conceived to have been 
ſimply and de toto gexere either Popiſh or 
prejudicial to the Regal Power. 


Ty XXVIL 

JF< 

nd Not the 7hird : becauſe they disjoynt 
in & our former anſwer that they might 
g, make their advantage ob the one peice of 
n- © it ſevered from the other. - For the 
; M firength of the anſwer (it being copu- 
m | ative) was nottolye in either part alone, 
2. © Þutin both together taken joyntly ; and 
\s | indeed more principally in the later part 
e | which they lightly put ; off, than 
e | in the former whereat they take ad- 
t | vantage. We do not ſay that the ob- 
e | j<Qing of that Statute 15 of little moment 
againſt us, becauſe it was Ao by 
, ueen Mary ( though that Repeal alone 
- Bien? to ala void andinvalid 


as to all effets in Law :) but becauſe be- 
ing then repealed it was neyer after 
IGy 
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revived in the Raigns either of Queen 
Elizabeth, King Fames, or his Majeſt 
that now is : which ſhewerh rhat the A 
of Repeal ( as to the point now in dif- 
pute) was by them approved of, and in- 
tended ro continue in force. And it will 
thence follow . further and myſt clearly, 
that in the judgment of all theſe wile and 
religious Princes; there was a great 
difference betwen the Papal and che E- 
piſcopal JuriſdiQtion; as they had been 
either of them exerciſed within theſe 
Realms : and that the Papal was preju+ 
dicial to the _— 'Power and Supremas 
ey, but the Epiſcopal u as not. 


XXVIIL 


Neither doth that ſuffice which is put 
in by way of Reply hereunto, to alledge 
that the continuance of the old cuſtom 
(after the Repeal made) happened either 
through jnadvertency of the State, or 
by reaſon of the great power ſome or 
other of the Biſhops ever had with 
thoſe Princes. For it cannot be doubt- 
ed but that the State, having before 
them a Precedent of ſolateand freſh 

| me- 
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memory as the Statute of x Z#4. 6. would 
at ſome time or other within the ſpace 
of fourſcore years (eſpecially there be- 
ing no want in thoſe days of enough 
greedy Great-ones and fatious Diſcipli- 
narians toremind them of it) have taken 
a time to frame and pals a Bill for the re- 
viving of that Statute:if they had deemed 
the cuſtom, therein forbidden, Popiſh or 
derogatory either to the Kings pw 
or power, or had not rather found ſufh- 
cient reaſon to perſwade them that the 
{aid Statute was inconvenient, or at 
leaſt wiſe uſeleſes. And as for the Bi- 
ſhops, they thatunderſtand the conditi- 
on of thoſe firſt times well know that 
( under God and his good providence ) 
they ſtood in a manner by the immediate 
nay | ſole favour of Queen Zlizabeth. The 
Papiſts on the one fide hated them above 
all other ſorts of Men, becauſe of their 
Religion, and their abilities above all 
other Men to defend it. On the other 
{iidethe Puritans who envied their pow- 
er, and ſome great ones about the 
Court, who. having taſted the ſweet of 
Sacriledge in the times of the twolaſt 
Kings, thirſted after the remainder of 
| G their 
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their Revenues, complied either with 
other, for their ſeveral reſpective ends, 
againſt the Biſhops. Which being {o,it 
had been the tooliſheſt thing 1n the 
world for the Biſhops, to have uſed that 
power or intereſt they had with the 
Queen, (upon whole favour or diſplea- 
ſure their whole Livelihood depended) 
for the procuring of her conſent to any 
At tobe done in favour of them, that 
Malice it ſelf could with any colourable 
conſtruction interpret either to ſavour 
of Popery, or to trench upon the Royal 
Supremacy; that Queen having both by 
her Sufterings before, and Attions after 
ſhe came to the Crown, ſufficiently wits 
neſſed to the World her averſneſs from 
Popery ; and being withall a Princeſs of 
a great Spirit, and particularly jealous in 
the point of Prerogative. 


XX 1X. 


Whence I think we may (with good 
reaſon) conclude, that the ancient cuſtom 0 
the B iſbops in making SUMMONS), ec. in 
cheir own Names, after it was by the A& 
ot Repeal x Mar, reſtored, was continued 
by 
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by Queen Zlizabeth and her Succeſlors 
ever {ince without interruption, or revi- 
ving of the Statute of King Zaward : nei- 
ther out of any inadvertency in the 
State, nor through any importune or 1n- 
direct labouring of the Biſhops, as by 
the ObjeQtors is weakly preſumed ; but 
adviſedly and upon important conſidera- 
tions, viz. that the deviſing of ſuch a new 
ways is ſet forth and appointed in the 
faid Statute, was not onely a needleſs 
thing, (and Laws ſhould not be either 
made or altered, but where it is needful 


{o to do) but ſubje& alſo to maniteſt 


both inconvenience and ſcandal. 


XXX, 


That it was altogether needleſs to 
change the old Cuſtom may appear by 
this, that all the imaginable neceſſity or 
utility of ſuch a change could be onely 
this: To ſecure the King by uſing his 
Name in their Proceſſes, &c. (as a real 
acknowledgment that their Juriſdiftion 
is derived trom him and no other) that 
the Biſhops had no intention in the ex- 
ercife of their Epiſcopal Power toufurp 


G 2 uport 


84 Epiſcopacy as eſtabliſhed 


upon his Eccleſiaſtical Supremacy. 
Which Supremacy of the King, and Su- 
periority of his JuriſdiQtion and Autho- 
Tity over that which the Biſhops exerci- 
ſed,being already by ſo many other ways 
and means ſufficiently ſecured, it could 
argue nothing but an impertinent jealou- 
ſie, to endeavour to ſtrengthen that ſecu- 
rity by addition of ſo poor and inconſt- 
derable regard. 


XXXL 


The Kings of England are lecured a- 
gainſt all danger that may accrue to their 
Regal Power from Epiſcopal Juriſci- 
Qtion as it hath been anciently and of 
later times exerciſed in this Realm : 
Firſ?, by the extent of their Power 0- 
ver the Perſons and Livelyhoods of 
the Biſhops, and over the whole State 
Eccleſiaſtical, as in the ancient right of 
a Crown, which how great it was, may 
appear by theſe three Particulars. 


XXXIL 
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Firſt, The Collation and Donation of 
Biſhopricks, together with the Nomina- 
tion of the Perſons to be 
made Biſhops, in caſe they 57 9 25 3:5. 
did by their Writ of Conde © © 
Jeſlier permit the formality of EleQtion 
to others, did always belong to the Kings 
of this Realm, both before and ſince the 
Conqueſt, as in right- of their Crows. 
rLm—as Lawyers aſſure 
us, that all the Biſhopricks © 5 52 
of this Realm are of the "0 
Kings Foundation; that they were or1- 
ginally Donative, and not EleQtive ; and 
that the ful right of Inveltiture was in 
the King, who ſignified his pleaſure 
therein per traditionem baculi & annuli, 
by the Sitonry of a Ring and a Croſier- 
ſtaff to the Perlon by him eleCted and no- 
minated for that Office. The Popes in- 
deed often efſayed to make them Ele- 
ive, either by the Dean and Canons of 
the Cathedral, or by the Monks of ſome 
principal Abby adjoyning : but the 
Kings ſtill withſtood it, and maintain- 
G 3 ed 
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ed their right as far as they could or 
durit. Intomuch as King Henry the 
Firlt being earneſtly fſollicited by the 
Fope to grant the Election of Biſhops to 
the Clergy, conſtanter allegavit (faith the 
ſtory) and wverbis minacibus, he ſtoutly 
and with threats refuſed ſo to do, fay- 
ing he would not for the loſs of his 
Kingdom loſe the right of thoſe Inveſti- 
tures. It 15true that King Zohn,a Prince 
neirher fortunate nor courageous, being 
overpowered by the Popes, did by Char- 
ter in the ſeventeenth year of his Reign 
grant, that the Biſhapricks of England 
ihould be Eligible. But this notwith- 
ſtanding in the Reign of King Edward 
the Third, it was in open Parliament 
declared and enaQted, that to the King 
and his Heirs did belong the Collation 
of Archbiſhopricks , &c. and all other 
Dignities that are of his Adyowſons and 
that the Elections granted by the Kings 
his Progenitors were under a certain 
form and condition,vz. that they ſhould 
ask leave of the King toele&, and that 
atrer the EleQtion made, they ſhould ob- 
tainthe Kings conſent thereunto z and 
not otherwile, | 

XXXIII, 
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Secondly, The King hath power, if he 
ſhall ſee cauſe, to ſuſpend any Biſho 
from the execution of his Office for fl 
long time as he ſhall think good; yea, 
and to deprive him utterly of the Digni- 
ty and Office of 2 Biſhop, if he deſerve 
it. Which Power was de fatto exerci- 
ſed both by Queen Mary and Queen Zl;- 
zabeth, in the beginning of their ſeveral 
Reigns, upon ſuch Biſhops as would not 
contorm to their Religion, 


XXXLIV. 


Thirdly, The Kings of England have a 
great power over the Biſhops in reſpe& 
of their Temporalities, which they hold 
immediately of the King per Baroniam : 
and which every Biſhop Elect is to ſue 
out of the Kings hands, (wherein they 
remained after the deceaſe of the for- 
mer Biſhop during the Vacancy) and 
thence to take his onely Reſtitution into 
the ſame, making Oath and Fealty tothe 
King for the ſame upon his Conlecrati- 
G 4 ' ON 
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on. Yea, and after ſuch Reſtitution of 
Temporalities and Conſecration, the 
King hath power to ſeize the ſame again 
into his own hands, if he {ce juſt cauſe 
ſo todo. Which the Kings of England 
in former times did ſo frequently pra- 
Qife upon any light diſpleature concei- 
ved againſt the Biſhops ; that it was 
preſented as a Grievance by the Arch- 
biſhop of Canterbury, and the other Pre- 
lates, by way of Requeſt 
—_ _ Ctr- toKing Eaward the Third 
gs ©4025 in Parhament, and there- 
upon a Statute was made the ſame Par- 
liament, that thenceforth no Biſhops 
Temporalities {ſhould be ſeized by the 
King without good cauſe, I find cited 
by Sir Zdward Coke, out of the Parlia- 
ment Rolls 18 Z.3. a Record wherein 
the King ſtreightly chargeth the Bithops 
not to intermeddle in any thing to the 
prejudice of his Crown ; threatning 
them with Seizure of their Temporalities 
if they ſhould ſo do. The words are, 
Mandatum eſt omnibus Epiſcopis, qui con- 
venturi ſunt apud Glouceſty”, (the King ha- 
ving before ſummoned them by Writ 
to a Parliament to be. holden at Gloxce- 


ſter) 
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ſter) firmiter inhibendo, quod ſicut Baronias 
ſunas quas de Rege tenent diligunt, nullo mo- 
do preſumant concilium tenere de aliquibus 
que ad Coronam pertinent, vel que perſonam 
Regis vel Statum ſuum, vel Statum Concilit 


ſui contingunt ; ſcituri pro certo quod fi fe- 


cerint, Rex inde capiet ſe ad Baronias ſuas, 
&c. By which Record, rogether with 
other the premiſſes, it may appear, that 
the Kings by their ancient right of Pre- 
Togative had ſundry ways power over 
the Biſhops whereby to keep them in 
obedience, and to ſecure their Suprema- 
cy from all peril of being prejudiced by 


'the exerciſe of Epiſcopal Juriſdiction, 


XXXYV. 


Yetin order to the utter aboliſhing 
of the Papal Uſurpations, and of all pre- 
tended Forein Power whatſoever in 
matters Eccleſiaſtical within theſe 
Realms, divers Statutes have been made 
in the Reign of King Hepry the Eighth, 
and fince, for the further r Arms. and 
confirming of the Kings Supremacy Ec- 
clefiaſtical, Wherein the acknowledg- 
ment of that Supremacy 1s cither ſo ex- 


prelly 
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preſly contained, or ſo abundantly pro- 
vided for; as that there can be no fear 
it ſhould ſuffer for lack of further ac- 
knowledgment to be made by the Bi- 
ſhops in the ſtyle of their Courts. A- 
moneſt others, Firſt by Statute made 25 
H.$.19: upon the Submiſſion and Petiti- 
on of the Clergy it was Enacted, that no 
Canons or Conſtitutions ſhould be made 
by the Clergy in their Convocation, 
without the Kings Licence firſt had in 
that behalf, and his Royal Afeat after : 
and likewiſe that no Canon, &c. ſhould 
be put in execution within the Realm, 
that ſhould be contrariant or repugnant 
to the Kings Prerogative Royal, or the 
Cuſtoms, Laws, or Statutes of this 
Realm. Then Secondly, by the Statute of 
x Zliz. cap.1. all ſuch Eccleſiaſtical Ju- 
Ti{dictions, Privileges, Superiorities,and 
Preeminences, as had been exerciſed or 
uſed, or might be lawfully exerciſed or 
uſed, by any Eccleſiaſtical Power or Au- 
thority was (declared to be) for ever 
united and annexed to the Imperial 

Crown of this Realm. And Zhirdly, it 

was alſo in the ſame Statute provided, 

that the Oath of Supremacy (vg 
racre 
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there is contained as full an Acknow- 
ledgment of the Kings Eccleſiaſtical Su- 
premacy as the Wit of Man can deviſe) 
ſhould be taken by every Archbiſhop and 
Biſhop, &c. which hath been ever ſince 
duly and accordingly performed. 


XXXVI. 

Zaſtly, From receiving any prejudice 
by the Biſhops and their Jurifdi&tion;the 
Regal power is yet farther ſecured, by 
the ſubordination of the Eccleſiaſtical 
Lawes and Courts to the Common Law 
of England, and to the King's own im- 


- mediate Courts. For although the Ec- 


cleſiaſtical Laws be allowed by the 
Laws of this Realm, and the proceedings 
in the Eccleſiaſtical Courts be by the 
way of the Civil, and not of the Com» 
mon Law : yet are thoſe Lawsand pro- 
ceedings allowed with this limitation 
and condition, . that nothing be done 
againſt the common Law (whereof the 
Kings Prerogative is a principal part)nor 
againſt the Statutes and Cuſtomes of the 
Realm. And therefore the Law allow- 
eth Appeales to be made from the Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Courgs to the Xing in Chancery þ 
an 
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and in ſundry caſes, where a cauſe de- 
pendeth before a Spiritual Judge, the 
King's prohibition lyeth to remove it in- 
toone of his Temporal Courts, 


XXXVIL 


Having ſo many feveral ties upon the 


Biſhops to ſecure themſelves and their - 


Regal authority from all danger that 
might ariſe from the abuſe of the Eccle- 
fiaſtical Power and Juriſdiction exerciſed 
by the Biſhops in their Courts (by the 
ancient prerogative of their Crown, by 
the proviſions of ſo many Statutes and 
Oaths, by the remedy of the Common 
Law :) the Aings of England had no 
cauſe to be ſo needleſly cautelous as to 
be afraidofa meer formality, the Style 
of a Court, Eſpecially conſidering the 
importance of the two Reaſons expreſſed 
in the Statute of King Z#adward, as the 
onely grounds of altering that Style, not 
to be ſuch as would countervail the In- 
convenience and Scandal that might en- 
{ue thereupon. 


XXXVIII. 


| 
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For whereas it was then thought con- 
venient, to change the Style uſed in the 
Eccleſiaſtical Courts, becauſe it was 
contrary to the form uſed in the Com- 
mon-Law-Courts within this Realm, 
(which is one of] the Reaſons in the ſaid 
Statute expreſſed :) it might very well 
upon further conſideration be afterward 
thought more convenient for the like 
reaſon to retain the accuſtomed Style, 
becauſe otherwiſe the forme of the Ec- 
clefiaſtical Courts would be contrary to 
the form of other Civil-Law-Courts 
within the Realm (as the Admiralty, 
and Earl-Marſhals Court,) and of other 
Courts of the Kings grant madeunto 
Corporations; with either of which, 
the Eccleſiaſtical Courts had a nearer 
affinity, than with the X:»gs Courts of 
Record, or other his own immediate 
Courts of Common Law. Nor doth 
there yet appear any valuable reaſon of 
difference, why Inconformity to the 
Common Law-Courts ſhould be thought 


a ſufficient ground for the altering - 
rac 
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the forms uſed in the Eccleſiaſtical 
Courts ; and yet the like forms uſed in 
the Admiralty, m the Earl-marſhals 
Court, in Courts Baron, in Corporation 
Courts, &c, ſhould (notwithſtanding 
the ſame inconformity) continue as they 
had been formerly accuſtomed without 
alteration. 


XXX1X. 

If any ſhall alledge as ſome reaſon of 
ſuch difference, the other Reaſon given 
inthe ſaid Statute ; viz. that the torm 
and manner uſed by the Biſhops, was 
ſuch as was uſed in the time of the uſur- 
ped power of the Biſhop of Rome: 
beſides that therein is no difference at 
all, (for the like forms in thoſe other 
aforeſaid Courts were alſo in ule in the 
{ame time;) there is further given there- 
by great occaſion of Scandal to thoſe of 
the Church of Rome. And that two ways : 
Firſt,as it is made 4 Reaſon at all ; Second- 
ly, as it is applyed to the particular now 
in hand. Firſt, whereas the Papiſts un- 
juitly charge the Proteſtant Churches 
with Schiſm for departing from their 
Communion : it could not but be a great 
Scandal to them, to confirm _ ink 
taact 
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that their uncharitable opinion of us, 
if we ſhould utterly condema any 
thing as unlawful, or but even forbid 
the ule of it as inexpedient, upon this 
onely ground or conſideration, that the 
ſame had been uſed in the times of Po- 
pery, or that it had been abuſed by the 
Papiſts. And truly the Puritans have 
by this very means given a wonderful 
Scandal and advantage to our Adverſa- 
ries, which they ought to acknowledge 
and repent of : when tranſported with 
an indiſcreet zeal they have cryed down 
ſundry harmleſs Ceremonies and cu- 
ſtoms as ſuperſtitious and Anthichriſtian, 
only. for this that Papiſts uſe them. 
Whereas godly and regular Proteſtants 
think it agreable to Chriſtian liberty, 
charity and prudence; that in appointing 
Ceremoniesretaining ancient Cuſtomes, 
and the uſe of all other indifferent things 
ſuch courſe be held, as that their mode- 
ration might be known toall men; and 
that it might appear to their very Adver- 
faries,that wherein they did receed from 
themzor any thing practis'd by them, they 
were not thereunto carried by a Spirit of 
contradict”, but either caſt upon it by ſom 
nes 
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neceſſity of the times, or induced for 
juſt reaſons of expediency ſo to do. 


XL. 


But then Secondly, as that Reaſon re- 
lateth to” the preſent buſineſs in par- 
ticular, the Scandal thereby given 1s 
yet greater. For we are to know, that 
when king Hezry the VIII. aboliſhed 
the Papal Power, reſuming 1n his own 
hand the ancient Rights of the Crown, 
which the Biſhops of Rome had unjuſt- 
ly uſurped: he took upon Himſelf alſo 
that title which. he then found uſed by 
the Biſhops of Rome, but which none of 
his Progenitors the Kings of this Realm 
had ever uſed, of being the Supream 
Head of the Church within his Domi- 
nions. This title continued during the 
Raign of his Son King Zaward the VI. 
by whom the Statute aforeſaid was 
made, and is mentioned in that very 
Statute. Now albeit by that title or ap- 
pellation was not intended any other 
thing,than that Supremacy Eccleſiaſtical 
which the Kings of this Land have, and 
of right ought to have, inthe + 
0 


s 
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of their Realms over all perſons and in 
all cauſes Eccleſiaſtical as well as other, 
and which is in the Oath of Supremacy 
acknowledged to belong to them : yet 
the Papiſts rook Scandal at the novelty 
thereof, aiid glad of fuch an occaſivn 
made their advantage of it, to britig a 
reproach upon our Religion; as if the 
Proteſtants of England were of opinion; 
that all Spiritual Power did belong unto 
the King, and that the Biſhops and Mi- 
niſters of £»z land had their whole power 
of Preaching, adminiſtring the Sacra- 
ments, Ordaining, Excommunicaring; 
&c, ſolely and Originally from the 
King, as the Members of the Body live by 
the influence which the Head hath iritg 
them. Upon tlieir clamours, that title, 
of Supream Head and Governour was 
taken into farther conſideration in the 
beginning of Queen #lizaberh's Raign: 
And although that ſtyle in the true mea- 
ning thereof was inti>cent and defen- 
lible enough, yet for the avoidin 
of Scandal and Cavil , it was :odges 
more expedient that tlie word Head 
ſhould thence be laid aſide, and the ſtyle 
run onely Supream Governouur ; as = 
| es 
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ſee it is in the Oath of Supremacy and 
other-where ever ſince, without men- 
tioning the word Head ; according to 
the intimations given in the Queens In- 
junQion and ot in that behalf, 
And itſeemeth to me very probable, 
that for the ſame Reaſon eſpecially 
(belides thoſe other Reaſons qo ws 1s 
ven)it was thought fitter by Her then, 
and by her Succeſſours hitherto, that 
the Biſhops in all their Eccleſiaſtical 
Courts and proceedings ſhould att in 
their own Names as formerly they had 
done, then that the Statute of King Z4- 
ward ſhould be revived, for doing it 1n 
the Xizz's Name. For the ſending out 
Proceſſes, &c. in order to Excomuni- 
cation and other Church-cenſures 1n 
the XKing's name, would have ſerved 
marvellouſly to give colour, (and conſe- 
quently ſtrength, in the apprehenſion at 
leaſt of weaker judgements ) to that ca- 
lumny wherewith the Papiſts uſually 
aſperſe our Religion, as if the XZNGSof 
Ereland took themſelves to be proper 
and competent Judges ofCenſures meer- 
ly ſpiritual in their own Perſons, and 
thePrelates accordingly did acknowledge 
them lo to be. Thus 
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Thus havelI ſhewan to rhe fatisfattion 
(I hope) of the ingenious and unprejudi- 
ced Reader, that Epiſcopacy is no ſuch 
dangefous Creature, either in the Opini- 
on or PraCtice, as ſome would make the 
World believe itis : but that the X:ngs 
Crown may ſtand falt enough upon his 
Head, and flouriſh in its full verdure, 
without plucking away or diſplacing 
the leaſt lower 1n it, notwithſtanding 
Epiſcopacy ſhould be allowed to be of 
Divine Right in the higheſt ſenſe, and 
the Biſhops ſtill permitted to make their 
Proceſles in their own Names, and not 
inthe Kings. By this time I doubt not 
all that are not wilfully blind (for who ſo 
blind as he that will not fee 2) <do ſee 
and underſtand by ſad experience, that it 
had been far better both with Xing and 
Kingdom than now it is,or (without Gods 
extraordinary Mercy) is like to be in 
haſte ; if the Enemies of Epiſcopacy had 
meant no worſe to the King and his 
Crown, than the Biſhops and thoſe that 
tavoured them did. 


Epiſcopacy 5 eſtabliſhed 


A 
FOSTS C EMER 


TO FHE 
R E 4 D E R. 


\ Hereas in my Anſwer to the 

tormer of the two Objettions 
in the foregoing 7reatiſe, I have not 
any where vn, A any clear Diſcove- 
ry what my own particular Judg- 
ment gs Concerning the Zus Divi 
um of EPISCOPACT in the 
{trier ſenſe , either in the Affirmative 
or Negative : and for want of ſo doing, 
may perhaps be cenſured by ſome to have 
walked bur haltingly,or at leaſtwiſe with 
more caution and mincins, than became 
me to do in a buſinels of rhat nature,I do 
hereby declare : 

1. That to avoid the ſtarting of more 
Onefions than needs muſt, I then 
thought 1t fitter, ſand am of the ſame 
Opt- 


— 


by Law in England, &c. Io! 


—_—— 


_— — — —_—— 


Opinion ſtill) to decline that Queſtion, 
than to determine it either way : ſuch 
determination being clearly of no moment 
at all to my purpoſe, and for the ſolving 
of that Objetion. 

2. That nevertheleſs (leaving other 
men to the /iberty of their own judgments) 
my opinion 1s, that FP TSCOPAL 
GOFYVERNMENT 1s not to be 
derived merely from poſtolical Practice 
or Inſtitution ; but that it 1s or:ginally 
founded in the perſo» and office of the 
Meſſias, our Bleſſed Lord ZFFSUS 
CHRIST: Who being lent by his 
Heavenly Father to be the great Apoſtle, 
Heb.3.1. Biſhop and Paſtor, 1 Pet. 2.25. 
of his Church,and anointed to that Office 
immediately after his Baptiſm by FOHN 
mth Power and the Holy Ghoit, Ads 10. 
3738. deſcending then upon him in 4 
bodily ſhape, Zake 3.22. did afterwards 
before his Aſcenſion into Heaven, ſend 
and impower his holy Apoſtles, (giving 
them the Holy Ghoſt likewiſe as his Fa- 
ther had given him) in like manner as 
his Father had before fent him, Zohn 20. 
21. toexecute the ſame Apoftolical, Epi- 
ſcopal, and Paſtoral Office, for the ordering 
H 3 and 
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and governing of his Church untill his 
coming, again ; and fothe ſame Office tq 
continue 1n them and their Succeſlors, 
unto the end of the world, Matth.28.1820, 
This I take to be 1{o clear, from theſe 
and other like 7exts of Scripture ; that 
if they ſhall be diligently compared toge- 
ther, both between th:mſelves, and with 
the following pradtice of all the Churches of 
Chriſt, as well in the Apoitles times as 
in the pureſt and primitive times near- 
elt thereunto ; there will be left a little 
Fauke why any man ſhould doubt there- 
of, 

3. That in my Anſwer to the Jatter 
Objection I made no ule at all of (nor 1n- 
deed could do) of the opinion of the reve- 
rend Zudzes in that point, nor of His Ma- 
jelties Proclamation grounded thereupon, 
For although the Proclamation had been 
extant tex years before this Task was 1m- 
poſed upon me ; yet Ihad never ſcer,nor 
{o much as heard of, the ſame jn all 
the time before, nor yet in all the time 
ſizce; till about ten days agoI was adver:- 
riſed thereof, when theſe Papers were 
then going to the Preſs. Which, ſince 
they give ſo much ftrepgth tothe main 
_ cauſe 
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cauſe, and {o fully avoid the Objetions ; 
I have followed the advice of ſome 
Friends, and cauſed them to be Prizted 
herewithall. 


MA Catalogue of Books print - 
ed for, and ſold by, Robert 
Pawlet, at the Sign of the 
Bible in Chancery Lane 
near Fleet Street, 


nt ATAAXH, The Dodrine 
of Baptiſms : or a Diſcourle of Dipping and 
Sprinkling. Wherein is ſhewed the lawfulneſs 
of other ways of Baptization beſides that of a to- 
tal [mmerſion ; and Qbjetions againſt it anſwer- 
ed: by V" Walker,B.D. ſometimes of Trinity Col- 
lege Cambridge. 

Thalia Rediviva, The Paſtimes and Diverſions 
of a Countrey Mule, in choice Poems on ſeveral 
occaſions : by Henry Vaughan, Siluriſt. With 
ſome learned Remains of the eminent Exgeniz 
Philalethes, never made publick till now. 

" Prattical Chriſtianity, or an account of the 
Holinefs which the Goſpel enjoyns ; with the Mo- 
tives to it, and the Remedies it propoſes againſt 
Temptations, with a Prayer concluding each di- 


ftinct Head. | 


Ser- 


— 


PI 


Sermons preached by that eminent Divine Hen- 
ry Hammond, D.D. in large Folio to bjnd with 
his other Works. 

The Golden Remains of that ever memorable 
Mr. Fohn Hales of Eaton College, &c. The ſe- 
cond Impreſſion with many additions not before- 
publiſhed. 

A Colleftion of Articles, Injuntions, Canons, 
Orders, Ordinances and Conſtitutions Eccleſia-. 
ſtical, and other publick Records of the Church 
of England, with a Learned Preface : by Antbo- 
ny Sparrow, Lord Biſhop of Norwich. 

A Rationale on the Book of Common Pray- 
er of the Church of Engl. with his Caution to his 
Dioceſe againſt Falſe Doftrines ; by Anthony 


Sparrow, Lord Biſhop of Norwich. 


The Whole Duty of Man laid down in a plain 
and familiar way for the uſe of all, but eſpeci- 
ally the meaneſt Reader : Neceflary for all Fa- 
milies. With private Devotions on ſeveral Oc- 
caſions. 

The Gentlemans Calling, written by the Author 
of the whole Duty of Man. . 

Mary Magaalens tears w'ped off, or the Voice 
of Peace to an unquiet Conſcience. 

The Cauſes of the Decay of Chriſtian Piety; or 
an impartial Survey of the Ruins of Chriſti- 
an Religion, undermined by unchriſtian Pra- 
ice, by the Author of the whole Duty of 
Man. 
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A Scholaſtical Hiftory of the Canon of Ho- 
ly Scripture , or the certain and indubitable 
Books thereof, as they are reccived in the Church 
of England, by Dr. Coſv, late Lord Biſhop of 
Durham. 

An Hi#torical Vindication of the Church of 
England, as it ſtands ſeperated from the Roman, 
Cc. by Sir Roger Twiſden Baronet. 

Mr. Chillingſworths Reaſons againſt Popery, 
perſuading his Friend to turn to his Mother the 
Church of England from the Church of Rowe. 

The Book of Homilies appointed to be read in 
Churches. 

Conſtitutions and Canons Eccleſiaſtical. 

Drvine Breathings, or a Pipus Soul thirſt- 
ing after Chriſt inan hundred excellent Meditati- 
Ons. 

Hugo Grotina de Rebus Belgicis, or the Annals 
on iſtory of the Low Country Wars, in Eng- 
iſh. 

A Treatiſe of Engliſh Particles : ſhewing much 
of the yariety of their ſignifications and uſes in 
Engliſh, and how to render them into Latine, 
according to the propriety and elegancy of 
that Language, with a Praxis upon the ſame; 
by Wilkam Walk:r,B.D. School-Maſter of Grant- 
ham. 

The Royal Grammar, commonly called Lilies 
Grammar explained, opening the meaning of whe 
Rules, with great plainneſs to the underſtanding 
of Children of the meaneſt capacity ; with yr 

ob- 


obſervations one the fame, from the beſt Autbors 
by William Walker, B.D.Author of the Treatiſe 
of Engliſh Particles, , 

A Catalogue of all the Parliaments, or reputed 
Parliaments from the year 1640, 

A Narrative of fome paſſages,” in or rela- 
ting to the long Parliament, by a Perſon of Has 
nour. 

Nemeſiu« Nature of Man in Engliſh, by G, Wi- 
thers, Gent. 

Inconvenitencies of Toleration, 

Toleration intolerable. 

A Letter about Comprehenfion. 

A Tbanksgwuing Sermon, preached before the 
King, by 7. Dolbin, Dean of Weſtminſter. 

Biſhop Brownrigs Sermons on Gun Powder 


' Treaſon. 


A Narrative of the burnipg of Loudon, 1666, 
with an account of the Lofles, and a moſt xe- 
markable Parallel betweenit and MO S CO bath 
as tothe Plague and Fire. 

The Nuns Complaints againſt the Friers, being 
the Charge given in the Court of France by the 
Nuns of St. Katharinesnear Provence, againit the 
Father Friers their Confefſors; ſhewing their ab- 
uſes in their allowance of undecent Books, the 
Love-letters, and Marriages of the Friers and 
Nuns. Their Frolicks and Entertainments, &c. 
Several times printed in French, and now faithful- 
ly done into Engliſh, | 


fer 


Iter Luſitanicum, or the Portugal Voyage, with 
what memorable paſſages interven'd at the Ship- 
ping and Tranſportation of her Sacred Majeſty, 
Katharine Queen of Great Britain, from Ltsbon 
to England : by Dr. Sam. Hind. 

A Charge given by the moſt Learned and Emi- 
nent Sir Francis Bacon, at a Seſhons for the Verge, 
ceclaring the JuriſdiRion thereof, and the Offen- 
ces herein inquirable, as well by the Common 
Law, as by ſeveral Statutes, 

Mr. Whites Learned Tra of the Laws of Eng- 
land. 

Graphice, or the uſe of Pen and Pencil in De- 
ſigning, Drawing,and Painting by Sir Wil.Sander- 
ſon, Knight. 

Pia Deſideria, viz. Gemitus Anime Penitentis, 
Vota Anime Santte, Suſpiria Anime Amantis, Her- 
manno Hugo Autor. 

Colleftion of Rules and Orders now uſed in Chan- 
ecry, &c. 

Petavius Hiſtory of the World. 


Military and Maritine Diſcipline, viz. The ex- 
erciſe of Horſe and Foot, with Sir Francs Veres 
Dire&tions ; and a Treatiſe of Invaſion by Cap- 
tain Thomas Vemn;, the fortifying Towns, with 
the ways of defending and offending the ſame, by 
the Learned Mathematician Andr. T acquet : alſo 
Sir Samuel Morelands Method of delineating all 
manner of Fortifications ; together with the Art 
of Founding great Ordnance, the making Gun- 
pOW+s 


powder, taking Heights and Diſtances, with the 
manner of Fireworks. 


Sir Francis Moors 

Baron Savils CReport 

Sir Gefrey Palmers 

Dodtrina Placitands, on P Art & Science de Bon 
Pleading * ElucubrationeS.E. ServientswREGIS 
ad legem. 

All ſorts of Law Books. 


